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the cultural impact of music 


Clouds Over 
America V 


Clouds Over America conference will be held Friday, 
February 21st & Saturday, February 22nd, in Oklahoma City, OK. 


This conference is designed to educate and motivate citizens to restore our nation. Biblical truth and reestablishing respect for the 
United States Constitution can be accomplished through education, organization, and commitment. The conference begins Friday at 1:30 
p.m. The afternoon session concludes at 6:00 p.m. The dinner session lasts from 6:15 p.m. until 9:00 p.m. Breakfast is available Saturday 
morning for $12.00. Saturday's session begins at 8:45 a.m. and concludes at noon. Room accommodations are available at the Character 
Inn Conference Center, 520 West Main St. Oklahoma City, OK. For reservations call 405-526-0001. 


To purchase tickets, make checks payable to Oklahoma Projects and mail to 415 West 15th St. Suite 2, Edmond, OK 73013, or to make a payment by PayPal 
send an email to: OklahomaProjects2000@ gmail.com. A reply email will be forwarded giving PayPal links payment packages. 


Paul Blair Tom DeWeese Dan Fisher Charles Key John Michener Art Thompson 
Biblical Basis For Property Rights Versus State Representative Stop ObamaCare Justice For All What's Behind The Free 
Self-defense Agenda 21 States Rights Penalties Trade Agenda? 


Bruce Delay Jo Joyce Mark Kreslins Linda Murphy Additional Speaker 
Illegal Immigration The Alinsky Influence Nullification Common Core And Topic To Be 
In Oklahoma Curriculum Announced 


Total combined cost for afternoon and morning sessions: Adults $30 * Couples $50 * Students $10 
Dinner and dinner session $30 per person * Couples $50 


For information, call 405-348-999 1 


Conference sponsored by Oklahoma Chapters of The John Birch Society and Reclaiming America for Christ 
Dinner and Awards Banquet sponsored by Oklahoma Conservative P.A.C. 


Spread the Mord 


+++ PREROOM INDER+ ++ 


. m 
_—_ ~ 
aay" art flowery ther Wort Oebee © Laetiernnnn 


EPA v. USA : 
The EPA, in implementing new rules to Gifts That Truly Matter . = 
lower CO, emissions of coal-fired power j r ta tite Humans are truly blessed — with physical 
plants, requires impossible standards of the J nfl yy e nt f a h 3 G ; gia oS intelligence, and spirit. And these 
plants, foreshadowing a likely end to coal the cultural impact of music gifts are unique to a degree not fathomable 
power and ample electricity. (January 6, if one rules out a designed world. (December 
2014, 48pp) TNA140106 23,2013, 48pp) TNA131223 
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Do Progressive Policies the cultural impact of music Government Shutdown 
Hurt Black Americans? In the recent past, music has changed The 16-day partial shutdown of the 


The progressive agenda is claimed to be radically from generation to generation, and 8°Vvernment ended because it was 
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CULTURE 

Influential Beats: The Cultural Impact of Music 
by Selwyn Duke — Music can have a powerful influence on people, 
enhancing feelings of competitiveness, romance, isolation, hate, or 
patriotism. It can even help make or break a culture. 


ECONOMY 


The Federal Reserve: 

Bankers for the New World Order 

by Jack Kenny — Though touted as preserving the dollar’s value 
and ending economic slumps, the Federal Reserve is destroying the 
dollar and weakening the economy, for “world order.” 


CULTURE 


The Government Gambling Racket 

by Gregory Hession — Following the allure of fast money, 
governments are taking over an enterprise that was mainly a 
province of the mob. Are the projects becoming golden geese or just 


laying eggs? 


HISTORY — PAST AND PERSPECTIVE 

FDR vs. Lindbergh: Setting the Record Straight 
by John J. Dwyer — It’s said that “history” was written by the 
winners, skewing it one way or another. In recent times, history has 
been unmade by media — as FDR and Charles Lindbergh exemplify. 
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Allegiance to Ohama 


In response to the focus upon black Ameri- 
ca in the December 2, 2013 issue (“Do Pro- 
gressive Policies Hurt Black Americans?”), 
we must acknowledge President Barack 
Obama as the Bamboozler-in-chief to black 
America. Everybody knows that nearly all 
of black America voted for Barack Obama 
on the basis of racial similarity and solidar- 
ity, supposing that he understands their spe- 
cial problems, but Obama has a different 
background from most blacks in America. 
Most black Americans trace their an- 
cestry to West African countries, from 
whence came the slave trade to America. 
Barack Obama’s African kinfolk came 
from Kenya, a nation on Africa’s east side, 
and the African continent is far too big to 
entertain the likelihood that American 
slave traders hiked over to East Africa to 
capture slaves for the Americas. 
The mistake black America made was to 
metaphorically judge a book by its cover. 
Lawrence K. Marsh 
Gaithersburg, Maryland 


Two Sides 


In view of a very negative article by Jack 
Kenny on President Diem (“Vietnam- 
ese Friend or Foe?” November 18, 2013 
issue), I would suggest subscribers read 
“Our Vietnam Nightmare” (1965) by the 
respected reporter Marguerite Higgins for 
a very different perspective. 
Frank Grabarits 
San Diego, California 


Liar-in-chief 

In order to get elected, Obama repeatedly 
said: “If you like your health insurance plan, 
you can keep your health insurance plan. 
Period.” And he said, “The average family 
will see their premiums reduced by $2,500 
dollars” and “If you like your doctor, you 
will be able to keep your doctor. Period.” 

Obama guaranteed an election win by 
repeatedly chanting these three promises. 
Beyond doubt, Obama’s holy trinity of lies 
violated civil and criminal anti-fraud stat- 
utes, federal election fraud statutes, and 
federal civil rights statutes. 

Fraud is established by a few simple 
facts: (1) A false statement of a material 
fact; (2) Knowledge on the part of the de- 
fendant that the statement is untrue; (3) In- 


LETTERS TO THE EDITOR. 


tent on the part of the defendant to deceive 
the alleged victim; (4) Justifiable reliance 
by the alleged victim on the statement; and 
(5) Injury to the alleged victim as a result. 
The Supreme Court has defined election 
fraud, regardless of the fraud method, as, 


[Conduct], no matter how small or 
great, [which] dilutes the influence 
of honest votes in an election, and 
whether in greater or less degree is 
immaterial. The right to an honest 
[count] is a right possessed by each 
voting elector, and to the extent that 
the importance of his vote is nulli- 
fied, wholly or in part, he has been in- 
jured in the free exercise of a right or 
privilege secured to him by the laws 
and Constitution of the United States. 


Obama’s fraud achieved his desired ob- 

jective: massive vote dilution and thereby 

negation of millions of votes for McCain 

and Romney. His legacy and presidency 
are entirely illegitimate. 

Randy Fritz, J.D. 

Sent via e-mail 


Gosnell’s Goings-on 


Our sincere thanks for your superb article 
in the June 17, 2013 issue portraying a 
chilling picture of the monstrous activi- 
ties of our Philadelphia abortionist Kermit 
Gosnell. 

I would only add that Gosnell was per- 
mitted to carry on his dreadful business 
for so many years because of the failure of 
the Pennsylvania authorities to enforce the 
statutes that mandate periodic inspections 
of abortion clinics throughout the state. For 
17 years, under Governor Tom Ridge (a Re- 
publican pro-abort “Catholic”) and under 
Governor Ed Rendell (a Democratic pro- 
abort secularist) the Pennsylvania Health 
Department was told to ignore the law call- 
ing for inspection of these clinics. So far 
there has been no demand for an investiga- 
tion of these violations by the state itself. 

Joseph P. Wall 
Jenkintown, Pennsylvania 


Send your letters to: The New American, P.O. 
Box 8040, Appleton, WI 54912. Or e-mail: 
editorial@thenewamerican.com. Due to vol- 
ume received, not all letters can be answered. 
Letters may be edited for space and clarity. 


INSIDE TRACK 


Budget Deal Includes Spending/Deficit Increases 


Congress completed action on the “Bipartisan Budget Act of 
2013” on December 19. Supposedly a bipartisan compromise, 
the budget deal negotiated by Democratic Senator Patty Mur- 
ray (Wash.) and Republican Congressman Paul Ryan (Wis.) will 
increase discretionary spending limits over levels set by the se- 
quester law signed two years ago, it will fund ObamaCare, and it 
will increase taxes — baggage “fees” for airline traffic. 

Obama praised the Murray-Ryan budget deal during his De- 
cember 20 press conference because it “unwinds some of the 
damaging sequester cuts that created headwinds for our economy. 
It clears the path for businesses and for investments that we need 
to strengthen our middle class, like education and scientific re- 
search. And it means that the American people won’t be exposed 
to the threat of another reckless shutdown every few months.” 

On the other hand, House Liberty Caucus Chairman Justin 
Amash (R-Mich.) summed up the bipartisan budget deal pushed 
by House Speaker John Boehner and Democratic leaders in Wash- 
ington with this quip on his Facebook page: “Republicans will 
agree to more spending, and in exchange, Republicans will get 
higher taxes.” But even though the House Speaker ultimately 
needed Democratic votes in the December 12 roll call vote (332- 
94) to pass the bill, most House Republicans voted for the bill’s 
higher taxes and higher spending. Only 62 House Republicans op- 
posed the bill. In the Senate, 36 of the 44 Senate Republicans voted 
against the bill December 18 (the total Senate vote was 64-36). 

President Obama noted in his December 20 press conference 


that he expects the bipartisan agreement to become precedent for 
future agreements for more spending and higher taxes: “I hope 
that creates a good pattern for next year, where we work on at 
least the things we agree to.” 

The tax increase in the budget deal will charge a $5.60 bag- 
gage and screening fee for each one-way airline trip, compared 
with $2.50-$5.00 charged for current flights (depending upon 
layovers), which congressional budget experts estimate will raise 
some $12.6 billion in new tax revenue over 10 years. The bill will 
also extend for two more years some other “fees” by the Customs 
and Border Protection Agency that would raise an additional $6.8 
billion, and (supposedly) end some tax fraud that will bring in 
another several billion in new tax revenue. 


Paul Ryan 
and Patty 
Murray 


More Doctors Prescribing Antipsychotics to Kids for Off-label Uses 


According to a December 2013 article published in Consumer 
Reports, the number of children taking antipsychotic drugs is 
rising at alarming rates. Research shows that those numbers have 
nearly tripled over the last decade, not simply because there is a 
sudden increase in the number of children diagnosed with schizo- 
phrenia or any other serious mental illness, but because more 
doctors are prescribing drugs to treat behavioral problems. 
Some believe that the increase in these prescriptions results from 
parents looking to find an easy solution to their children’s be- 
havioral problems. Consumer Reports also notes the increase 
in the prescribing of antipsychotics can be attributed to several 
other factors, including aggressive drug marketing and a lack of 
access to quality healthcare. 

But as noted in Consumer Reports, though certain antipsychotic 
drugs have been approved by the FDA to treat serious conditions 
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Seroquel, an antipsychotic drug used to 
treat bipolar disorder and schizophrenia 
AP Images 


in adolescents such as bipolar disorder and schizophrenia, the 
majority of children prescribed those drugs are not taking them 
for those reasons. Research shows that doctors are prescribing 
the drugs for “off-label” uses such as for ADHD and other diag- 
nosed behavioral problems, which involve a significantly higher 
percentage of children than schizophrenia and bipolar disorder. 

There is another reason for this increase in the number of an- 
tipsychotic drugs being prescribed to children, according to the 
Centers for Disease Control. As CBS News reported last May, 
“The CDC data was collected between 1994 and 2011, and it 
shows that the number of children being diagnosed with mental 
disorders has been steadily growing. The study did not conclude 
exactly why the numbers are increasing.” 

But critics have pointed out that the side effects of anti-psy- 
chotic drugs could worsen — or in some cases actually cause 
— symptoms of mental illness. According to the Citizens Com- 
mission on Human Rights International (CCHRINT), there is 
abundant evidence proving a connection between psychotropic 
medications and violent crimes, and government officials are well 
aware of the connection: “Between 2004 and 2011, there have 
been over 11,000 reports to the U.S. FDA’s MedWatch system of 
psychiatric drug side effects related to violence,” including 300 
homicides, says CCHRINT. 


AP Images 


AP Images 


Under “Democracy,” lraqi Christians Face Potential Extinction 


= 
Chaldean Church of 
Virgin Mary in Baghdad 


On Christmas Day 2013, more than three dozen civilians in Iraq 
were reportedly killed in a series of coordinated bombings aimed 
at Christians. In one of the attacks, a car bomb went off near a 
church right after Mass, killing 26 and wounding almost 40, of- 
ficials said. A separate attack moments earlier targeted an outdoor 
market in the Christian section of Athorien, leaving 11 dead and 
more than 20 wounded. 

The recent high-profile attacks only tell a small part of the 
story of the last decade’s assault on Iraqi Christians. Since the 
invasion of Iraq that ousted strongman Saddam Hussein, the an- 
cient Christian communities across the nation — many have been 
there for close to two millennia — have suffered ruthless persecu- 
tion for their faith. 

Before the U.S. government imposed so-called democracy 


on Iraq, estimates suggested there were as many as 1.5 million 
Christians throughout the country. They had survived centuries 
of invasions, persecution, and more — but in many respects, the 
community was still thriving. Today, experts and Christian lead- 
ers suggest the number of Christians still in Iraq is somewhere 
closer to 200,000. Many of those would leave if they could. 

At least half of the Christian population — perhaps as much 
as 90 percent, depending on what estimates are examined — has 
already fled from Iraq. Regularly faced with bombings, torture, 
rape, plunder, and other persecution at the hands of ruthless 
Islamist forces unleashed after the U.S. government invasion, 
Christianity may very well become extinct in Iraq in the coming 
years. 

Despite his brutality and tyranny, Hussein had little tolerance 
for attacks on minorities — including persecution of Christians, 
some of whom held senior positions in his relatively secular 
regime. Indeed, Iraq under Hussein’s ruthless dictatorship rep- 
resented one of the few remaining safe-havens for persecuted 
Middle Eastern Christians. 

From Egypt and Libya to Syria and Iraq, Christians are facing 
threats to their very survival that are at least linked to Washington, 
D.C., and its schemes. Indeed, if drastic changes in U.S. foreign 
policy are not forthcoming, experts say Christianity might well 
be extinguished in the land of its birth — owing at least in part 
to the lawless machinations of successive American presidential 
administrations. 


Reddit Joins LA Times in Banning Skeptics From Climate “Debate” 


Reddit, the giant aggregator of social, political, and entertainment 
news, which boasts that it is “the front page of the Internet,” is 
taking flak for announcing that it now bans all climate “deniers” 
from its science forum. 

In a December 16 posting on the Left-liberal Grist website, 
Reddit science “moderator” Nathan Allen announced that the 
Reddit science forum would no longer allow postings from those 
who challenge the increasingly discredited notion that man-made 
CO, emissions are causing a threat to the planet. 

Allen’s essay, entitled “Reddit’s science forum banned climate 
deniers. Why don’t all newspapers do the same?” obviously hopes 
to spark a wave of official, explicit bans 
at other media outlets. Of course, most 
of the so-called mainstream media al- 
ready employ de facto censorship of the 
realist/skeptic position in their “climate 
change” coverage, and have for many 
years. The Los Angeles Times is one 
of the few major media organs that has 
publicly admitted it has a policy of re- 
fusing to print letters from climate “de- 
niers.” The folks at Reddit, apparently, 
would be happy if all media outlets fol- 
lowed suit. 


One of the most incredible claims of Allen and his Reddit cad- 
res is that the “deniers” are a bunch of nasty, ignorant laymen, and 
that the only scientists who dissent from Anthropogenic Global 
Warming (AGW) orthodoxy are a relative handful of “profes- 
sional climate change deniers” in the pay of Big Oil and Big 
Coal. However, the AGW accusers never bother to back up their 
charges — because they can’t. As THE NEW AMERICAN has re- 
ported numerous times, the few millions of dollars that AGW 
skeptics have received from corporate donors is a scant pittance 
compared to the tens of billions of dollars that have been lavished 
on the climate alarmists by corporations, foundations, environ- 
mental organizations, carbon trad- 
ing investors, and governments. 

In our free society the Reddit 
climate alarmists should be free 
to limit access to their website to 
whomever they please; however, 
they should be named and shamed 
for falsely portraying themselves 
as advocates of free and open dis- 
course, and for smearing all those 
who do not share their hysterical 
hype and their statist, anti-liberty 
policy proposals. 


INSIDE TRACK 


Putin Paints Russia as Defender of Traditional Values, Blasts West 


AP Images 


As the Obama administration and other governments ruling West- 
ern nations increasingly seek to radically transform society and 
its values using social engineering and Big Government, former 
KGB operative Vladimir Putin is trying to portray himself and 
the Russia he rules as the final bastion and defender of tradi- 
tional morality. In his December 12 “state of the nation” speech, 
the Russian president even styled his regime as the last bulwark 
standing firm against an onslaught of moral corruption and the 
decay of civilization. His words, however, rang hollow to ana- 
lysts who study the global establishment, the real Russia, and its 
corrupt rulers. 

Putin subtly slammed the Western world’s increasing zealotry 
for what he purports to view as moral corruption. Russia, the 
president added, would defend traditional values against what 
Putin called “genderless and fruitless [or barren] so-called toler- 
ance.” The former KGB bigwig also celebrated Russia’s recently 
adopted “blasphemy” law, which provides jail sentences to per- 
petrators who intentionally and publicly engage in “offending 
religious feelings.” Even stiffer penalties are mandated for those 
who desecrate religious sites such as churches. 

According to Putin, the “destruction of traditional values from 
the top” happening around the globe right now is “inherently un- 
democratic because it is based on abstract ideas and runs counter 
to the will of the majority of people.” It also brings about “nega- 
tive consequences,” he said. “We know that more and more peo- 
ple in the world support our position on protection of traditional 
values,” he added, presumably referring to recent legislation such 
as the ban on homosexual propaganda to minors and a prohibition 
on advertising for abortion, which remains extremely widespread 
in Russia despite Putin’s “morality” posturing. 

Putin also delivered several swipes apparently aimed at the 
Obama administration and European powers for their increas- 
ingly bizarre and out-of-control meddling in the affairs of other 
nations — all the while painting his regime as opposed to such 


=  ploys, despite Russia voting to “authorize” them 
at the United Nations. “We do not infringe on any- 
one’s interests, we do not force our patronage on 
anyone, or try to teach anyone how to live,” the 
Russian leader claimed. Despite the veracity of 
the implicit accusations against Western leaders, 
however, Russian authorities have long been in- 
volved in foreign interventionism as well, albeit 
more subtly in recent years. 

In his speech, Putin outlined the choices al- 
legedly confronting humanity. “In Syria, the in- 
ternational community has had to make a fateful 
choice: Either we slide towards further erosion 
of the foundations of the international system, 
to the principle of might makes right and to the 
proliferation of chaos — or we make responsible 
collective decisions,” he claimed. In other words, 
the two options include submission to global 
governance under the UN, or the barbarism it al- 
legedly brings about. 

If the world is turning against the traditional 
values Putin claims to hold so dear, why would the Russian pres- 
ident demand global obedience to those same forces? In reality 
— while Putin seeks to portray himself as opposed to the inter- 
national establishment seeking what its luminaries often refer to 
as the “New World Order” — vast amounts of evidence suggest 
the Russian president, like his murderous ally ruling over China, 
is deeply intertwined with the effort. 

On both sides of the supposed “East-West” divide, for example, 
top functionaries are working fiendishly toward “convergence.” 
They are doing it openly, in fact. The goal: centralized power. The 
Communist Chinese regime, meanwhile, similarly points to very 
real abuses and atrocities carried out by Washington, D.C., in its 
absurd effort to paint itself as some sort of guardian of human 
rights. The Russian and Chinese governments are now regularly 
holding massive joint military exercises, too. 

Indeed, there is so much evidence that the alleged “East-West” 
divide is manufactured for public consumption, there is virtually 
no way the absurd theater could be perpetuated without the aid of 
the increasingly discredited establishment press. Consider: The 
regimes ruling Brazil, Russia, India, South Africa, and mainland 
China (the BRICS) recently reiterated their call for global gov- 
ernment under the UN and a single global currency managed by a 
planetary central bank. Of course, Western leaders are all openly 
and admittedly working toward the same agenda. 

Either way, freedom and sovereignty are not on the menu, and 
the “convergence” agenda will march on. Putin is no more the 
guardian of “traditional morality” than the Obama administra- 
tion or the dictator-dominated UN serve as genuine protectors 
of human rights. Instead, increasingly out in the open, their 
agendas are almost identical. The primary difference, in fact, is 
the public rhetoric spewed for consumption by the masses. If 
Americans do not put a stop to the charade, the real “morality” 
of KGB operatives such as Putin could well end up imposed on 
the entire world. @ 
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Trans-Pacific Partnership Parasitization 

“The politicians keep telling the same song and dance that turns out not 
to be the truth. We’ve lost five million manufacturing jobs. Our mem- 
bers are fed up with this. The public is fed up with this. The public gets 
it and the politicians don’t.” 

United Steel Workers president Leo Gerard correctly notes one danger [UKM 
of the trade pact. Gerard 


Ukraine’s Acceptance of Russian Aid Prompts Colorful Dissent — “ai 
“Free cheese is only found in a mousetrap.” 

Ukraine President Viktor Yanukovich agreed to receive $15 billion in loans promised by Russian leader 
Vladimir Putin. But Ukrainian opposition politician Arseniy Yatsenyuk remained skeptical about Rus- 
sia ’s motive in supplying needed aid. 


After the Newtown Massacre, Demands for Additional Gun Control Fizzle 

“Why would it be logical to restrict access to lawful items by millions 
of people who own them because of the acts of a couple of deranged 
individuals?” 

In the face of continued calls for more gun control measures, executive 
director Jim Wallace of the Massachusetts Gun Owners Action League 
posed a thought-provoking question. 


Official Russian News Agency Closed Down by President Putin 
“The nest of anti-Russian media forces has been destroyed.” 

Obviously favoring the Putin decree, Russian television personality 
Maxim \. Maxim Shevchenko was appointed as head of a new Russian news agen- 
Shevehenko cy and expressed his agreement with the sudden closure of RIA Novosti. 


AP Images 


Suggesting That China Abide by Its Own Constitution Got Him Fired 

“T told them I made no mistakes whatsoever. I’m just a university faculty member who expresses his 
own opinions, thoughts and proposals, which is absolutely my right. This is an out-and-out witch hunt.” 
After he refused to apologize for criticisms he aimed at China 8 denial of free speech, Zhang Xuezhong, 
a legal scholar at East China University of Political Science and Law in Shanghai, found himself re- 
moved from his post by university officials. 


Korea’s Leader Permits Execution of His Uncle Who Is Remembered as His Mentor 

“He lost his mind due to his greed for power. He persistently plotted to spread his evil design into the 
military, believing that he could overthrow the leadership if he could mobilize the military.” 

After 67-year-old Jang Song-thaek was executed, North Koreas Central News Agency reported the 
reason given by the regime for taking the action. 


Mexico Will Reopen the Nation’s Oil Industry 
“The opening of Mexico’s markets is very good for the people of Mexico and the people everywhere 
in the world that use energy.” 

After approval by 353-134 in Mexico’s Congress, state-owned Pemex will 
allow domestic and foreign investors to finance exploration and drilling 
for oil and natural gas. The vote overturned seven decades of a cumber- 
some monopoly that has allowed known resources of the nation to remain 
untapped. Exxon Mobil executive William Colton expressed joy at the 
development. 


Speaker Rebukes GOP’s Conservative Congressmen 
“They’re pushing our members in places where they don’t want to be 
and, frankly, I think they’ve lost all credibility.” 
Without pointing to Tea Party-aligned organizations by name, John 
Boehner made clear whom he was targeting. @ 

— Compiled by John F. McManus 
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QUICKQUOTES 
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the cultural impact of music 
Music can have a powerful influence on people, enhancing feelings of competitiveness, 
romance, isolation, hate, or patriotism. It can even help make or break a culture. 


can touch or twist one’s soul. This is no doubt why Ludwig van 


by Selwyn Duke T here perhaps is something primal about music, something that 
Beethoven said, “Music can change the world,” and William 


The Devil really is a fellow of wine and song, 


Playing a tune that trades right for wrong. Congreve famously wrote that music “has charms to soothe a savage 
The tone-deaf man will hear his notes and say, breast.” And music’s power is tacitly acknowledged all the time. For ex- 
What could be wrong with being festive and gay? ample, last year Michelle Obama lent her name and image to a rap album 
And when a sad tomorrow that tune does bring, that complements her “Let’s Move!” anti-obesity campaign. And while 
Few will know that from their own lips it did spring. a track featuring a trio called “Salad Bar” and a song entitled “Veggie 
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Luv” is easy to mock (given their mother’s 
priorities, I can just hear Sasha and Malia 
singing, “And we’ll have fun, fun, fun till 
daddy takes the tea cake away”), there 
is method to the first lady’s madness. As 
Boston College professor emeritus Wil- 
liam K. Kilpatrick wrote in his book Why 
Johnny Cant Tell Right From Wrong: 


[We] tend to learn something more 
easily and indelibly if it’s set to a 
rhyme or song. Advertisers know this 
and use it so effectively that we some- 
times have difficulty getting their 
jingles out of our heads. But there are 
more positive educational uses. Most 
of us learned the alphabet this way and 
some of our history as well (“Paul Re- 
vere’s Ride,” “Concord Hymn’’). Re- 
cently some foreign language courses 
have been developed which employ 
rhyme and song as the central teach- 
ing method. Similarly, one of the most 
successful new phonics programs 
teaches reading through singing. 


Quite true. To this day I can recite a Mc- 
Donald’s Big Mac-recipe jingle I heard 
as a little child — verbatim. And I only 
had to hear the weather advice “Red sky 
in morning, sailor take warning; red sky at 
night, sailor’s delight” once to remember 
it forever. But since all power can be mis- 
used, can music possibly usher in a storm 
of civilizational upheaval? If it can soothe 
the savage breast, does it not follow that it 
can also inflame it? 


Plato certainly thought so. He once 
warned, “Musical innovation is full of 
danger to the State, for when modes of 
music change, the laws of the State always 
change with them.” And it’s no surprise 
that Plato was intensely aware of music’s 
power. As Kilpatrick wrote: 


If Johnny can be taught to read through 
rhyme and song, might he also begin 
to learn right and wrong in the same 
way? It seems that something like this 
did happen in the distant past.... The 
Iliad and the Odyssey played a vital 
role in the formation of Greek youth. 
But the ability of the Homeric bards 
to memorize these vast epics was due 
in large part to the rhythmic meter and 
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repetitive structure of the 
poems. In turn, these epics 
were often sung to the audi- 
ence to the accompaniment 
of a stringed instrument. In 
short, the foundational cul- 
tural messages of the Greeks 
were conveyed by sung 
stories. 


For sure, but what is music 
mainly used for today? We still 
do use it to teach, and we know 
it can sell junk food. But can it also sell 
man on the junk food of thought, word, 
and deed known as sin? 

Now, two matters must be addressed be- 
fore this issue can get a fair hearing. First 
we must overcome the old-fuddy-duddy 
phenomenon whereby we say “These kids 
today... ” while reflexively viewing the 
ways and entertainment of our own gener- 


Move to the music: Recognizing music’s power to impel, Michelle Obama is using it to 


As professors Donald F. Roberts, Peter 
G. Christenson, and Douglas A. Gentile 
wrote in their book Media Violence 


and Children, “Even preschoolers and 
infants as young as eight months can 
reliably discriminate ‘happy’ and ‘sad’ 
music.” 


ation as the gold standard. We have to ask 
ourselves: If our “day’s” music were part 
of a cultural-devolution process, would we 
know it? Or like a frog spawned in a pol- 
luted pond, would we mistake its toxicity 
for normalcy? 

The second matter is one possible re- 
sponse to this: that it is all a matter of per- 


spective, that we respond to sound in ac- 


encourage more healthful eating in her “Let’s Move!” anti-obesity campaign. 
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There is no genetic difference that could 
account for why each generation now 
finds the music of the last unsatisfactory. 


And note that tastes in food don’t change 
so radically; for instance, today’s youth 
love McDonald’s and pizza just as their 
parents did 35 years ago. 


cordance with our conditioning. This may 
be a basic assumption in a relativistic age 
in which most believe that even Truth is in 
the eye of the beholder. Yet I would sug- 
gest that there are absolutes with respect to 
sound and that, like the frog, we may accept 
the noxious as normal, but it will still have 
its negative effect — it’s just that we may 
never know the purity that could have been. 

As to sound’s universality, consider how 
no one from any culture seems to like nails 
scraping across a blackboard. Ponder how 


a city child who hadn’t ever 
heard a cougar’s roar would 
still likely find the sound 
bone-chilling (I suspect this 
would be the case even if the 
child didn’t know about dan- 
gerous animals and roars). 
And even if a girl had never 
previously heard a baby cry, 
wouldn’t the sound trigger 
her maternal instinct to at 
least some extent? Note here 
that “instinct” refers to an 
inborn tendency to action, not a quality 
dependent on conditioning. And, in fact, 
research also indicates the universality of 
sound. As professors Donald F. Roberts, 
Peter G. Christenson, and Douglas A. Gen- 
tile wrote in their book Media Violence and 
Children (MVC), “Even preschoolers and 
infants as young as eight months can reli- 
ably discriminate ‘happy’ and ‘sad’ music.” 

This thesis makes sense within both 
the creationist and evolutionist contexts. 
Whether a species was given its instincts 


Cultural reduction via rock and roll: Were the 1950s’ critics of the Beatles and their new music 
right after all? Did the degradation in our music begin then, with seemingly innocent changes 
leading, eventually, to the iniquitous? 


via divine design or developed them 
through adaptation, it wouldn’t survive 
unless those instincts were equal to the 
task of negotiating this world. So it’s not 
fanciful to conclude that man is born with 
a somewhat “trained ear.” 


As Goes Music, So Goes a Culture 
Given this seeming universality of “sound 
effect,” did you ever wonder why our 
music continually changes? Sure, we ac- 
cept the phenomenon unthinkingly as we 
do rising prices, but there is no genetic dif- 
ference that could account for why each 
generation now finds the music of the 
last unsatisfactory. And note that tastes 
in food don’t change so radically; for in- 
stance, today’s youth love McDonald’s 
and pizza just as their parents did 35 years 
ago. Moreover, musical tastes weren’t 
always quite so transitory, either. There 
were times and places — in the Europe of 
the Middle Ages, as an example — where 
music might remain largely the same for 
hundreds of years. 

And it is no coincidence that in medi- 
eval times something else also remained 
quite constant: culture. It is clear to me 
that changes in music hew closely to 
changes in society’s consensus world 
view. This explains why musical tastes 
change so quickly today: With no domi- 
nant cultural stabilizer, such as the Catho- 
lic Church (whose medieval influence is 
undeniable); the ability to transmit ideas 
worldwide at a button’s touch via modern 
media; and the prevalence of relativism, 
which disconnects people from unchang- 
ing principles and leaves them with only 
emotion (or taste), that most mercurial of 
things, to guide their choices, society is 
prone to continual arbitrary change. This 
gives us the Infantile Civilization. This 
means that unlike an adult, who has be- 
come a relatively stable being more resis- 
tant to flights of fancy, it is like a child, 
prone to instability, undisciplined change 
(and hope?), and irrational emotionalism. 

But what are the particulars of how 
music influences emotion? If there are 
sound universals, doesn’t it follow that 
there should be music that would fall 
into the category of a cougar’s roar and 
induce fear or into a category associated 
with different feelings? Mind you, this 
isn’t to say we would necessarily recog- 
nize such music as reflecting a roar, but 
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In the ear of the beholder? While many people assume music’s effect is dependent on 
conditioning, studies show that even eight-month-old babies can distinguish between happy 


and sad music. 


that it would possess certain relevant tonal 
elements that would cause it to have the 
same general effect. Also note that there is 
individual variation. After all, a tune that 
would normally induce, let’s say, sadness, 
may induce happiness in an individual 
who strongly associates the melody with 
a joyful life event (e.g., the day he met his 
true love). Yet particulars don’t change 
principles, and as the Guardian pointed 
out in 2011 when reporting on research 
out of Bristol University’s Department of 
Physiology, “Watching a thriller wouldn’t 
be the same without some tense music at 
the crucial moment, while a romantic meal 
would soon lose its appeal if accompanied 
by some heavy metal. Without a doubt 
music affects the way we feel and our 
bodies respond to the sounds that we hear. 
Shopping centres try to exploit this fact 
by playing music to encourage people to 
buy, or to keep the crowds moving, while 
therapists may use music as a medication 
for their patients.” 

The last thing that should be empha- 
sized is that, just as with television or the 
Internet, since music can have influence, 
it follows that it can have a destructive in- 
fluence if misused. There is no shortage 
of examples insofar as this goes, either, so 
pick your poison. Marilyn Manson sang 
in “Get Your Gunn,” “God**** your righ- 
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teous hand. I eat innocent meat, the house- 
wife I will beat, the prolife I will kill, what 
you won’t do I will”; and Jay-Z disgorged 
in “D.O.A.,” “My raps don’t have melo- 
dies. This should make ni**as wanna go 
and commit felonies” — and note that far 
more vulgar lyrics can be found. But what 
is the precise effect of such material? Is it 
possible it simply facilitates the release of 
negative emotions, as the “venting” theory 
suggests? 

Research indicates the opposite. As 
Science Daily wrote while reporting on a 
2003 Iowa State University study by doc- 
tors Craig A. Anderson and Nicholas L. 
Carnagey: 


Songs with violent lyrics increase 
aggression related thoughts and 
emotions and this effect is directly 
related to the violence in the lyrics, 
according to a new study.... The find- 
ings, appearing in the May issue of 
the Journal of Personality and Social 
Psychology, contradicts [sic] popular 
notions of positive catharsis or vent- 
ing effects of listening to angry, vio- 
lent music on violent thoughts and 
feelings. 

... The violent-song increases in 
aggressive thoughts and feelings have 
implications for real world violence, 


according to lead researcher Craig 
A. Anderson, Ph.D.... “Aggressive 
thoughts can influence perceptions of 
ongoing social interactions, coloring 
them with an aggressive tint. Such 
aggression-biased interpretations 
can, in turn, instigate a more aggres- 
sive response — verbal or physical 
— than would have been emitted in 
a nonbiased state, thus provoking an 
aggressive escalatory spiral of antiso- 
cial exchanges,” said Dr. Anderson. 


In other words, garbage in, garbage out. 
Note, too, that this aggression is also di- 
rected at the self. As Roberts, Christenson, 
and Gentile report in MVC, “20 percent of 
the male and more than 60 percent of the 
female heavy metal/hard rock fans [stud- 
ied] reported having deliberately tried 
to kill or hurt themselves in the last six 
months.” 

Yet it would be a mistake to simply 
focus on lyrics. After all, music played 
during a thriller or romantic meal is usu- 
ally instrumental, yet it can still have pro- 
found effects. In fact, MVC tells us, “Stud- 
ies suggest that the main effects of music 
may be carried by the emotional ‘sound’ 
of the music rather than by the lyrics... 
The ‘sound’ of heavy metal [for instance] 
serves to cue more aggressive schemata, 
and thus increase the likelihood of ag- 
gressive responses.” (Emphasis added.) 
It’s undoubtedly true that certain musical 
sounds correlate with certain “schemata,” 
or patterns of thinking. For example, al- 
most no one understands the Latin most 
Gregorian chants are sung in, yet even 
self-professed atheists will speak of how 
the music touches their souls. (Such testi- 
monials can be found on YouTube Grego- 
rian chant pages); likewise, heavy metal’s 
lyrics also can seem a different language 
and be unintelligible to most, yet its dis- 
cordant sounds also can touch us. 


But what rock music touches is very, very 
different. I remember when a friend told 
me that he would stand in front of a mirror 
listening to rock and fantasize about being 
a music star, and an athlete may listen to a 
song such as Survivor’s “Eye of the Tiger” 
and imagine glorious victory on the ath- 
letic field. Could you visualize Gregorian 
chants facilitating this kind of fantasy? 
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It’s a comical notion. And while these 
ideations are relatively innocuous, what 
of the stoking of darker urges? Which of 
the aforementioned two kinds of music 
would be used to get psyched up to com- 
mit a crime or a war atrocity, for instance? 
As to the latter, in “African Rebel Soldiers 
and Their Eerie Obsession With Tupac 
Shakur,” Paul Rogers of LAWeekly.com 
quoted a Libyan fighter as saying, “I only 
listen to 2Pac before going to shoot Gad- 
dafi boys.” Rogers also cited Sierra Le- 
one’s soulless Revolutionary United Front 
rebels and wrote of how they “started don- 
ning Shakur shirts en-masse in 1998. They 
mimicked Shakur’s hairstyle. They wrote 
things like ‘Death Row,’ ‘Missing in ac- 
tion,’ and ‘Only God can judge’ on their 
rag-tag vehicles, and danced to his music 
between firefights.” By the way, this is the 
band of musical warriors whose greatest 
accomplishment was chopping off the 
hands of innocent villagers. 

But whether the matter is the playing 
field, the battlefield, or the field of dreams 
betwixt the ears, the passions stoked by 
rock and rap tend to have one thing in 
common: focus on — and often exaltation 
of — the self. 

Drawing heavily from Allan Bloom’s 
seminal work The Closing of the American 
Mind, the aforementioned Professor Kil- 
patrick explores this ego factor brilliantly 
in Why Johnny Cant Tell Right From 
Wrong. Addressing the argument that 
rock’s value is in “the feeling of spiritual 
oneness it can create: the feeling that there 
are no boundaries, that the whole world is 
one large community,” he writes: 


When one looks more closely at rock, 
the notion that it is solidarity music 
falls apart. What it is, essentially, is 
performance music. It is not intended 
for participation but for dramatizing 
the ego of the performer. For the 
most part, it is too idiosyncratic and 
exaggerated for any amateur to sing. 
People do not stand around pianos 
and sing “Cum On Feel the Noize” or 
“Let’s Put the X in Sex”; songs like 
these are basically unsingable. Even 
if audiences at rock concerts tried to 
sing along, they would be drowned 
out by the amplification.... At the out- 
set, then, rock music denies its audi- 
ence one of the most powerful of all 
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Making money off mayhem? Critics say that hard-rock stars stoke the fires of dark juvenile 
impulses, thus increasing rebelliousness, anger, antisocial behavior, and even suicidal ideation. 


unifying experiences, the opportunity 
to join together in song. In a sense, 
it is the culmination of the Romantic 
shift of emphasis from the work of art 
to the artist himself. The song doesn’t 
matter; what matters is the artist and 
his emotions. 


In contrast, consider that in many churches 
the choir would traditionally be situated in 
a loft well above and behind the congrega- 
tion (not always the case today, unfortu- 
nately). The musicians were in a position 
of humility, where they’d be invisible to 
the congregants and it would seem as if 
the music was coming down from Heaven. 
But the modern singer? Not only do his 
emanations often seem anything but Heav- 
en-sent, his performances certainly do not 
reflect humility. 

Kilpatrick then elaborates on rock’s iso- 
lating effect, writing: 


What is the trade-off? What do 
young people get in exchange for 
giving up genuine participation? 
The answer is that like the perform- 
er on the stage, they get to feel and 
show their own emotions — if only 
through body language. Rock con- 
firms their right to have and express 
strong, sensual emotions. The mes- 
sage is “Your feelings are sacred, 
and nothing is set above them.” At 
the beginning of adolescence the 
discovery of one’s emotional self 
seems like a profound discovery. 


This is the part of the self that adults 
“just don’t understand.” But rock 
music does understand, and what’s 
more, it sanctions these feelings. 

This, in its essence, is all that rock 
is about. And it is precisely because 
of this juvenile core that rock never 
delivers on its promise of creating 
community. 


What warrants a bit more analysis here 
is this exaltation of emotion, a realm that 
can become the surrogate god of the god- 
less. Saying “Your feelings are sacred, 
and nothing is set above them” is a very 
seductive message, indeed. For what do 
we feel as intensely as our feelings? We 
don’t in fact feel anything but our feel- 
ings. We should be governed by Truth, 
by moral absolutes, but except insofar as 
our emotions have been shaped by them, 
they’re only apprehended by the intellect. 
And this is trumped by living the quoted 
proposition because if nothing is set above 
our emotions, they are then the best avail- 
able yardstick for determining behavior, 
leaving us with no reason to even think. 
Saying that nothing is above our emotions 
implies that there is no Truth (no moral ab- 
solutes), which certainly would be above 
them, and this is the precise message of 
moral relativism, the philosophical disease 
sweeping the West. 

This brings us to the contradiction 
inherent in the assertion that rock is a 
genre of brotherhood involving “the feel- 
ing that there are no boundaries, that the 
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whole world is one large community.” 
The fact is that a community is defined 
and woven together by a set of norms, 
and norms are boundaries; thus, to reject 
norms is to unravel your community. 
This should be fairly obvious — if one 
thinks. Feelings, however, have no ac- 
quaintance with logic. 

In point of fact, nothing fractures com- 
munity more than the deification of emo- 
tion. Why? Because if people who believe 
in Truth disagree, they can settle matters 
by referring to, and then deferring to, tran- 
scendent principles. Oh, this doesn’t mean 
it will always feel right, but they can be 
satisfied that it is right with Truth as their 
mediator. But if people en masse believe 
that “it can’t be wrong, when it feels so 
right,” as Debby Boone’s “You Light Up 
My Life” says, what can be that credible 
arbitrator? For then it follows that there is 
no objective universal residing outside of 
man, only subjective particulars originat- 
ing within every man. So in a relativistic, 
emotion-driven society, you end up with 
millions of people guided by a multitude 
of different feelings. And then it is not 
truly a society, but a land with nothing to 
bind people together but the iron fist of 
government. 

And the feelings rock and rap trade 
on are our most basic. As Kilpatrick also 
wrote: 
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“Anger is what helps you 
relate to the kids,” said 
W.A.S.P. band member 
Blackie Lawless in a 1985 
interview. “That’s what 
makes rock ’n’ roll what it 
is. You’re p****d off. ’m 
still p****d off about a lot 
of things.” 

One of the things that rock and 
the rock industry do best is to take 
normal adolescent frustration and 
rebellion and heat it up to the boiling 
point. A lot of this hatred is directed 
toward parents — the people who 
usually stand most directly across 
the path of self-gratification. An- 
tiparent themes are quite common 
on MTV, and heavy metal has been 
described as “music to kill your par- 
ents by.” When I once asked some 
recent college graduates to explain 
what they thought was the deeper 
meaning of rock, I was surprised 
at how frequently the word “alien- 
ation” came up over the course of 
several separate conversations. Rob- 
ert Pittman, the inventor of MTV, 
confirmed this interpretation of the 
“meaning” of rock in a published 
interview with Ron Powers: “It’s all 
attitude. The attitude is: nothing is 
sacred. We’re all having a rilly [sic] 


Almost no one understands the Latin most 
Gregorian chants are sung in, yet even 


self-professed atheists will speak of how 
the music touches their souls. 


good time. We’re all in on some- 
thing everybody else doesn’t get. 
We’re special cause we’re keeping 
everybody else out.” Thus much of 
the solidarity rock supplies its young 
audience is a negative solidarity, a 
bond achieved by excluding those 
who should be closest. 


Now, note that there will be more alien- 
ation in a relativistic land because, again, 
owing to divisive emotionalism, people 
will have little in common. Anger will 
be prevalent because individuals bred to 
believe they have a right to emotional sat- 
isfaction will ever be disappointed. And 
rock and rap both clearly fuel, and are 
fueled by, these problems. Yet this matter 
cannot be fully understood if we view it as 
merely an “adolescent” problem. 

I can also say that adults “just don’t 
understand” me (heck, neither do kids), 
and I’m well into middle age. (Remem- 
ber, though, if people want to understand 
you, you’ re interesting; if they can, you’re 
not.) I also feel far more alienated — and 
could feel angrier — than I ever did in 
high school. After all, I’m now basically 
Mayberry meets the Middle Ages living 
in a land that increasingly is Beelzebub 
meets the Tower of Babel. But my point 
is this: As a young child, you’re generally 
like water and take the shape of the ves- 
sel in which you find yourself. When you 
reach adolescence, however, you start to 
develop a mind of your own and a sense 
of how you want the world to be. Then 
you often notice something: It doesn’t 
conform well to that image. (Note: This is 
relevant in our fractured civilization. In an 
insular tribal society with iron-clad tradi- 
tions unchallenged by competing cultural 
influences, it likely wouldn’t apply.) But 
then there are some questions. First, are 


you pulled from your society’s center by 
the Truth or simply a different lie? And, 
then, how do you react? Do you seek to 
be light or do you lash out? 


Music and mind-set: Music’s ability to influence mood is well established. Gregorian chants can 
touch the heart; other tunes can twist the head or cause a stirring of the blood, such as the song 


“Dixie” in the Civil War. Robert E. Lee said, “I don’t think we could have an army without music.” 
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Heard but not seen: Unlike modern performers, traditional church choirs were out of view so 
that the music was about the art, not the artists; about etherealness, not ego. The music was 
supposed to sound as if it floated down from Heaven. 


And now we come back to Plato’s warn- 
ing and the big question: What effect is 
our modern music having on our laws 
(governmental and social)? It has already 
been pointed out that when people are 
thoroughly unmoored from one another, 
only tyranny can bind them together, as 
was the case in the former Yugoslavia. 
Yet there is far more to it. Plato asserted 
that the purpose of the arts was to help 
shape emotions properly, to take children 
too young to grasp virtues in the abstract 
and instill in them a passionate (feelings- 
based) attachment to virtue, so that they 
would become instinctively virtuous and 
fertile ground for the acceptance of rea- 
son’s dictates later on. “As an example,” 
writes Kilpatrick, “Allan Bloom mentions 
the statues that graced the cities of Greece, 
and attracted young men and women to the 
idea of nobility by the beauty of the hero’s 
body.” Unfortunately, attachment to vice 
can be created in the same way through 
exposure to corruptive arts — and far 
more easily. 

The problem that Plato recognized and 
sought to remedy was summarized nicely 
by C.S. Lewis in The Abolition of Man 
when he wrote, “No justification of virtue 
will enable a man to be virtuous. Without 
the aid of trained emotions the intellect is 
powerless against the animal organism.” 
Lewis was likely, of course, thinking pri- 
marily of personal temptation, but there is 
another time this phenomenon becomes 
apparent. If you’ve engaged in political 
debates, you’ve no doubt encountered 
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people who operate based on feelings 
and are so resistant to reason’s dictates 
that your intellect is powerless against 
them. This is especially typical of a cer- 
tain type of political partisan in our time, 
one I won’t call by name here (though 
I can tell you what I’d like to call him), 
but with whom, let’s just say, conversa- 
tions can’t exactly progress. But whatever 
you call such a person in a given time and 
place, what you’re witnessing is always 
the same: an individual with a corrupted 
emotional framework that engenders at- 
tachment to misguided ideas. 

And what again happens with laws 
when such people become numerous 
enough and vice waxes in a civilization? 
This is clearly a complex matter, but here 
are a few obvious examples: 

¢ Characteristically greedy, slothful, 
and covetous people will be more willing 
to steal from others via government and 
more likely to have a sense of entitlement. 

¢ Characteristically envious people will 
be more susceptible to class-warfare ap- 
peals that promise to stick it to the rich. 

* Characteristically lustful people will go 
to great lengths to justify and facilitate their 
sexual activity. They will seek to avoid the 
consequences of 
it (legal abortion); 
will want others to 
fund it (taxpayer- 
provided contra- 
ception); and, not 
wanting truths ex- 
pressed that might 
make them feel 
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guilty, will support hate-speech laws si- 
lencing those who criticize it. 

¢ Characteristically wrathful people will 
be more susceptible to agitation against 
other groups (e.g., today’s demonization 
of men and whites) and divide-and-con- 
quer tactics. 

¢ Characteristically prideful people will 
tend to think they know it all and have 
difficulty acknowledging fault; they thus 
don’t seek greater wisdom and knowledge 
and are resistant to correction. This means 
they can never be that bulwark against tyr- 
anny: an informed electorate. 

Having said all this, I don’t want to 
be misunderstood as placing the onus 
solely on music. There are other powerful 
agents of cultural change today, and we 
can imagine what Plato would have said 
about television and the Internet. But this 
essay’s focus is music, and with 16 percent 
of young people ranking it “among the top 
three sources of moral guidance, and 24 
percent [placing] music in the top three 
for information on social interaction,” as 
MVC tells us, it deserves some scrutiny. 

Yet, as Allan Bloom lamented, a seri- 
ous critique of music “has never taken 
place.” This is not only because we tend 
to be that proverbial frog mistaking toxic- 
ity for normalcy, but also because we be- 
come emotionally attached to our enter- 
tainment and then reflexively justify and 
defend it. But if we’re governed in this 
by what feels right, are we giving “rea- 
son’s dictates” their day in court? Most of 
us would recognize “If it tastes good, eat 
it” as a prescription for a junk-food diet 
and possible heart disease. But, likewise, 
isn’t “If it sounds good, listen to it” a pre- 
scription for a jukebox-junk-food diet and 
heart-and-soul disease? Wisdom informs 
that we must question not just the musical 
taste of the next and previous generations, 
but also our own. Because America might 
have gone from Daniel Boone to Debby 
Boone and beyond, but it can be wrong — 
even when it feels so right. 
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Though touted as preserving the dollar's value and ending economic slumps, the Federal 
Reserve is destroying the dollar and weakening the economy, for “world order.” 


by Jack Kenny 


he Senate had still not acted on 
| President Obama’s nomination of 
Janet Yellen to succeed Ben Ber- 
nanke as chairman of the Federal Reserve 
Board when rumors began appearing 
in print over whom the president would 
nominate to succeed Yellen as the Fed’s 
vice chairman. A New York Times head- 
line on December 12 heralded the likely 
coming of Stanley Fischer, a “Central 
Banker in the Bernanke Mold.” Or per- 
haps Bernanke has all along been in the 
Fischer mold, since, as the Times story re- 
lates, Fischer taught Bernanke and other 
prominent bankers and economists when 
he was a professor of economics at the 
Massachusetts Institute of Technology. 
Bernanke has cited Fischer as one of his 
most important mentors. 

Fischer, should he be chosen and con- 
firmed, could easily accommodate himself 
to the programs and policies of the cur- 
rent board. He is already on board with 
the “quantitative easing” program that 
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has the Fed buying $85 billion of bonds 
a month to stimulate the economy, a prac- 
tice that Fischer, an adventurous sort, has 
called both “dangerous” and “necessary.” 
He was vice chairman at Citigroup be- 
tween 2002 and 2005, a period in which 
the company’s expansion, as the Times put 
it, “eventually ended in a federal bailout.” 
Born in Rhodesia (now Zambia) in 1943, 
Fischer, 70, holds both U.S. and Israeli 
citizenship and has experience of global 
reach, having worked for both the World 
Bank and the International Monetary Fund 
before becoming governor of the Bank of 
Israel. Fischer, like Yellen, is a member 
of the Council on Foreign Relations, the 
American branch of an international soci- 
ety dedicated to the eventual creation of a 
one-world government. 

A polished practitioner of the “dismal 
science,” he has mastered the econo- 
mist’s art of making himself obscure 
in his speeches and writings. In that re- 
gard at least, he may be “in the mold” of 
former Fed Chairman Alan Greenspan, 
whose skill at obfuscation has drawn com- 


parisons to Hubert Humphrey and Casey 
Stengel. (“If you understood what I said,” 
Greenspan once told a senator, “I must 
have misspoken.”) Fischer, no slouch at 
rendering the mundane obscure, is famous 
for writing sentences such as the follow- 
ing: “This paper is concerned with the 
role of monetary policy in affecting real 
output and argues that activist monetary 
policy can affect the short-run behavior of 
real output, rational expectations notwith- 
standing.” 

The Times’ Binyamin Appelbaum, 
supplying a helpful translation, wrote: 
“Central banks in other words have the 
power to stimulate economic activity. 
Monetary policy can help countries to 
recover from recessions.” That, indeed, is 
the policy and goal Chairman Bernanke 
has been pursuing, “rational expectations 
notwithstanding.” 


Quantitative Uneasiness 

Writing on Forbes.com on November 29, 
economic analyst Perianne Boring noted 
“a curious inconsistency” on the part of 
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Stanley Fischer (left) is the former governor of the Bank of Israel and was chief economist at 
the World Bank. Outgoing Federal Reserve Chairman Ben Bernanke has called Fischer one of his 


most important mentors. 


the three Republicans who voted to con- 
firm Yellen when her nomination for Fed 
chairman was before the Senate Banking 
Committee. (The committee voted 14-8 
in favor of confirmation.) All three issued 
statements later saying they opposed the 
Fed’s quantitative easing policy. Yet Yel- 
len made clear in her testimony to the 
same committee a week earlier that she 
supports the policy and plans to continue 
it. Sen. Joe Manchin of West Virginia, the 
only Democrat on the committee to vote 
against the nomination, said he did so be- 
cause of “her views and beliefs to continue 
quantitative easing despite the failure to 


xxample, Congress 


spending of $700 billion to 
U.S. financial institutions 


ubled Assets Relief 
GAO audit of the Fed’s 

s Showed $16.2 trillion 
iling out banks. 


see any real gains.... You can’t spend your 
way to prosperity and borrow your way 
out of debt.” 

Boring also noted the similarity be- 
tween the Fed’s “QE” policy and the bank- 
ing practices that led to the financial crisis 
and collapse of 2007-08: 


This program has been conducted 
with virtually no oversight or trans- 
parency, so we don’t know the exact 
details, but the Fed is purchasing 
about $480 billion a year in mort- 
gaged-backed securities directly 
from the big banks and putting the 
taxpayer on the hook for 
them. Excessive exposure 
to mortgage-backed secu- 
rities is what had some 
banks in trouble in 2008, 
but given the Fed’s lack 
of transparency, it’s not 
clear how risky its pur- 
chases are. 


Oversight and transparency 
are precisely what the Fed- 
eral Reserve does not want, 


which is why it has opposed legislation 
former Rep. Ron Paul (R-Texas) promot- 
ed to have the Fed audited by the Gov- 
ernment Accountability Office. The bill 
finally passed the House in 2012, but the 
Senate did not act on it. 

Some aspects of Federal Reserve op- 
erations have been regularly audited by 
the GAO. But the three areas where the 
law currently does not allow auditing 
are the swap lines the Fed arranges with 
other central banks and international fi- 
nancing organizations, deliberations and 
decisions of monetary policy (i.e., how 
much to raise and lower interest rates), 
and purchase and sale of securities made 
under the Federal Open Market Commit- 
tee’s direction. Bernanke has argued that 
audits of those activities would threaten 
the board’s independence. 

“Because GAO reviews may be initi- 
ated at the request of members of Con- 
gress,” the Fed chairman told the House 
Financial Services Committee in 2009, 
“reviews or the threat of reviews in those 
areas could be seen as efforts to influence 
monetary decisions.” 

Or they might be seen as evidence of 
how impervious the Fed is to any influ- 
ence by Congress over how many federal 
dollars it spends or where it spends them. 
In 2008, for example, Congress autho- 
rized the spending of $700 billion to bail 
out failed U.S. financial institutions under 
the Troubled Assets Relief Program. Yet a 
GAO audit of the Fed’s TARP purchases 
showed $16.2 trillion — an amount great- 
er than the U.S. annual Gross Domestic 
Product — spent in bailing out banks in 
the United States, the United Kingdom, 
Germany, and Switzerland. 


The “Dual Mandate” 

Created by an act of Congress in Decem- 
ber 1913, the Federal Reserve was up and 
running by the middle of the following 
year, just before the outbreak of war in 
Europe. The money supply, and conse- 
quently consumer prices, doubled during 
the war to facilitate the financing of the 
war efforts of the Allies and, eventually, 
our own. While the United States was of- 
ficially neutral, U.S. banks lent billions 
to England and France, creating a pow- 
erful vested interest in the United States 
in a victory by the Allies. U.S. entry into 
the war in 1917 helped to ensure that out- 
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come. While leading bankers and arms 
manufacturers made vast fortunes, the 
burdens of the war were borne by soldiers 
on Europe’s battlefields and by consum- 
ers facing higher prices for the necessities 
of life. Woodrow Wilson’s “war to end all 
wars” was made possible by the vast ex- 
pansion of the nation’s money supply. 

“For those who believe the U.S. entry 
into World War I was one of the most di- 
sastrous events for the U.S. and for Eu- 
rope in the 20th century,” wrote economist 
Murray Rothbard, “the facilitating of the 
U.S. entry into the war is scarcely a major 
point in favor of the Federal Reserve.” 

Yet the Fed did, indeed, have its 
reputation enhanced by the war, as 
economist and author Lester Chan- 
dler noted: “A grateful nation now 
hailed it as a major contributor to 
winning the war, an efficient fiscal 
agent for the Treasury, a great source 
of currency and reserve funds, and a 
permanent and indispensable part of 
the banking system.” 

The Fed still has its original 
mandate to preserve the value of 
the U.S. dollar. Its success in that 
mission can be measured by the 
fact that it would take 23 of today’s 
U.S. dollars to buy what one dol- 
lar bought in 1913. Nevertheless, 
Congress in 1977 created what is 
often described as the “dual man- 
date” by adding job creation to the 
Fed’s responsibilities. Members of 
Congress might have intended that 
the currency being protected or the 
jobs created would be the U.S. dol- 
lar and American jobs. But the Fed 
has a long history of acting in ways 
contrary to that mission, “rational 
expectations notwithstanding.” 


The London Loyalty 

England after World War I was beset 
with inflation, the inevitable off- 
spring of war. Inflation had weak- 
ened the American currency as well, 
but not nearly as much as it had 
devastated the British pound. And 
the stockpile of gold in the United 
States was still large and growing. 
The higher prices of British goods 
made them less competitive than 
American products in world mar- 
kets. As the pound weakened, the 
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prices people in the United Kingdom had 
to pay for imported goods got higher, 
while the prices received for their exports 
went down. The banking powers of both 
countries devised a cure for Britain’s af- 
fliction, and it would come at the expense 
of American consumers. 

Benjamin Strong, head of the Federal 
Reserve Bank of New York, held frequent 
meetings throughout the 1920s with Mon- 
tagu Norman, governor of the Bank of 
England. The Bank of England provided 
Strong with a private office and a secre- 
tary during his frequent visits to London. 
The heads of the central banks of France 


re 


J.P. Morgan, Jr. was heir to the financial empire known 
as the “House of Morgan” and a founding member of the 
Council on Foreign Relations. 


and Germany were sometimes included in 
the meetings, which Norman’s biographer, 
John Hargrave, described as “more secret 
than any ever held by Royal Arch Masons 
or by any Rosicrucian Order.” 

On July 1, 1927, the British ship 
Mauretania docked in New York, with 
two significant passengers aboard. 
Montagu Norman was accompanied by 
Hjalmar Schacht, head of the German 
Reichsbank. “The secrecy of the meet- 
ing,” wrote economist and historian John 
Kenneth Galbraith, “was extreme and to a 
degree ostentatious. The names of neither 
of the great bankers appeared on the pas- 
senger list. Neither on arriving met 
with the press.” 

They were joined in New York by 
Charles Rist, the deputy governor 
of the Banque de France. All three 
went into conference with Strong to 
discuss the weak reserve position of 
the Bank of England. As Galbraith 
related: 


This the bankers thought could 
be helped if the Federal Reserve 
System would ease interest rates, 
encourage lending. Holders of 
gold would then seek higher re- 
turns from keeping their metal in 
London. And, in time, the higher 
prices in the United States would 
ease the competitive position of 
British industry and labor. 


Simply put, the Fed would engen- 
der inflation in the United States to 
make American-made products less 
competitive in world markets than 
England’s. And by lowering interest 
rates, the central bank was encourag- 
ing investors to borrow money here 
at a low rate and invest it where it 
would bring a higher return. U.S. dol- 
lars and gold would flow to London. 

“The purpose of inviting the 
Germans and French to the meet- 
ing was to enlist their agreement to 
create inflation in their countries as 
well,” wrote G. Edward Griffin in 
The Creature From Jekyll Island. 
“Schacht and Rist would have no 
part of it and left the meeting early, 
leaving Strong and Norman to work 
out the final details between them.” 

The New York bank was the key 


19 


ECONOMY 


member of the Federal Reserve System, 
due to the presence there of so many of 
the nation’s leading financiers. The most 
powerful of all bankers was J.P. Morgan, 
Jr., whose financial empire was rooted in 
London. His family business had been 
saved by the Bank of England. He insist- 
ed that his junior partners demonstrate a 
“loyalty to England.” Morgan was also a 
leading light in the Council on Foreign 
Relations. And Benjamin Strong was 
very much a Morgan man, having been 
head of Morgan’s Banker’s Trust Com- 
pany and one of the half-dozen men at 
the secret meeting at Jekyll Island where 
the plans for the creation of the Federal 
Reserve were hatched. 

That Strong was instrumental in car- 
rying forth a plan to bail out England at 
America’s expense is hardly surprising. As 
Rothbard put it: “In short, the American 
public was nominated to suffer the bur- 
dens of inflation and subsequent collapse 
in order to maintain the British govern- 
ment and the British trade union move- 
ment in the style to which they insisted on 
becoming accustomed.” 

Before he served on the board of the 
J.P. Morgan Company and later became 
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chairman of the Federal Reserve, Alan 
Greenspan was an unabashed champion 
of the gold standard and a frequent critic 
of central bank policies. In 1966, he wrote 
about the Fed’s contribution to the stock 
market crash of 1929 and the depression 
that followed. 


When business in the United States 
underwent a mild contraction in 
1927, the Federal Reserve created 
more paper reserves in the hope of 
forestalling any possible bank re- 
serve shortage. More disastrous, 
however, was the Federal Reserve’s 
attempt to assist Great Britain who 
had been losing gold to us.... The 
“Fed” succeeded; it stopped the 
gold loss, but it nearly destroyed 
the economies of the world in the 
process. The excess credit which 
the Fed pumped into the economy 
spilled over into the stock market 
— triggering a fantastic speculative 
boom.... As a result, the American 
economy collapsed. 


Arming Germany Between the Wars 
As the depression deepened, according 


“Black Thursday”: There was panic on Wall Street and elsewhere in the country when the stock 


market “crashed” on October 24, 1929. 
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to liberal mythology, President Herbert 
Hoover clung foolishly and desperately 
to free market policies until Franklin 
Roosevelt came in and saved the nation 
with the New Deal. In fact, as Griffin 
pointed out, “Herbert Hoover launched 
a multitude of government programs to 
bolster wage rates, prevent prices from 
dropping, prop up failing firms, stimu- 
late construction, guarantee home loans, 
protect the depositors, rescue the banks, 
subsidize the farmers, and provide public 
works.” Roosevelt’s New Deal brought 
more of the same. The Fed attempted to 
“prime the pump” with fresh infusions of 
new dollars, but an economy burdened 
by new bureaucracies and more regula- 
tions, subsidies, and taxes remained in a 
drought. It was not until the end of the 
1930s and the outbreak of another war in 
Europe that American industry geared up 
for wartime production and the depression 
came to an end. 

The Fed’s expansion of the money sup- 
ply between the two world wars resulted 
in at least one significant accomplishment, 
however. It made possible massive loans 
to nations unable to pay them back. The 
restructuring of Germany’s WWI repara- 
tion payments under the Dawes Plan of 
1924 had opened up new opportunities for 
American bankers. In 1931, a consortium 
of American banks, worried about their 
investments in Germany, persuaded the 
German government to accept a loan of 
nearly $500 million to prevent a default. 
American dollars continued to flow into 
Germany after Hitler’s National Social- 
ist Party came into power. New formulas 
contrived at debt conferences in Berlin 
made it easier for German companies to 
borrow from American banks. On behalf 
of its banker clients, Sullivan and Crom- 
well, the largest U.S. law firm, floated the 
first American bonds issued by the giant 
German steelmaker Krupp, A.G. When 
Germany defaulted on its debts midway 
through the decade, American investors 
lost billions. 

One aspect of the New Deal that has 
been largely forgotten in our time is that 
one of President Roosevelt’s first acts in 
1933 was to ban the private possession 
of gold. Paper dollars were no longer 
redeemable in gold, and what gold peo- 
ple possessed was contraband, with the 
legal requirement that it be exchanged 
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for paper money. The ban was not lifted 
until January 1, 1975, by which point 
paper dollars had been devalued to the 
point where few Americans had enough 
of them to buy an appreciable amount of 
gold. Besides, after more than 40 years 
of its prohibition, people were used to the 
banishment of gold and had come to think 
of money only as the Federal Reserve 
Notes, backed only by the “full faith and 
credit of the United States.” 


Toward a New World Currency 

Near the end of World War II, 730 dele- 
gates from 44 nations spent three weeks in 
July 1944 at the United Nations Monetary 
and Financial Conference held in Bretton 
Woods, New Hampshire. The financiers 
and politicians at the conference agreed to 
tules and procedures to regulate the inter- 
national monetary system and created two 
new UN agencies: the International Mon- 
etary Fund and the International Bank for 
Reconstruction and Development, now 
part of the World Bank. The delegates also 
agreed to maintain a unified exchange rate 
by tying their currencies to the U.S. dollar. 

The agreement became the first step in 
an ongoing effort to create a single currency 
for a one-world government. The IMF and 
World Bank, James Perloff wrote in The 
Shadows of Power, were proposed years 
earlier by the Economic and Finance Group 
of the Council on Foreign Relations. Perloff 
noted British author A.K. Chesterton’s ob- 
servation that the new agencies “were not 
incubated by hard-pressed Government 
engaged in waging war, but by a Supra- 
national Money Power which could afford 
to look ahead to the shaping of a post-war 
world that would serve its interests.” So- 
cialist economist John Maynard Keynes of 
England, a leading figure at the conference, 
proposed a world currency, but the idea was 
rejected at the time. 

On August 15, 1971, President Rich- 
ard Nixon closed “the gold window” to 
the world, declaring that foreign-held 
U.S. dollars would no longer be redeem- 
able in gold. That made the dollar fully a 
“fiat currency” and effectively ended the 
system created at Bretton Woods. But 
a single world currency has remained a 
long-term goal of world economic plan- 
ners. Johannes Witteveen, a former head 
of the International Monetary Fund, said 
in 1975 that the IMF should become “the 
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Gold outlawed: An unidentified man turns in $35,000 in gold in exchange for paper currency 
after private ownership of gold was banned by the U.S. government in March 1933. 


exclusive issuer of official international 
reserve assets.” In the Fall 1984 issue of 
the CFR’s flagship publication, Foreign 
Affairs, Richard N. Cooper wrote: 


A new Bretton Woods conference is 
wholly premature. But it is not pre- 
mature to begin thinking about how 
we would like international mone- 
tary agreements to evolve in the re- 
mainder of this century. With this in 
mind, I suggest a radical alternative 
scheme for the next century: the cre- 
ation of a common currency for all 
the industrial democracies, with a 
common monetary policy and a joint 
Bank of Issue to determine that mon- 
etary policy.... How can independent 
states accomplish that? They need to 
turn over the determination of mon- 
etary policy to a supranational body. 
[Emphasis in original.] 


Cooper, who had been under 
secretary of state for econom- 
ic affairs in the Carter admin- 
istration, acknowledged that 
the American public would 
not likely accept the idea that 
countries with oppressive au- 
tocratic regimes should have 
a hand in determining mone- 
tary conditions in the United 


States. But perhaps over time, Americans 
could overcome their aversion to autocra- 
cy and oppression. “For such a bold step 
to work at all,” he wrote, “it presupposes 
a convergence of values.” 

The idea of a one-world currency was 
even endorsed in the 1980s by conserva- 
tive icon Ronald Reagan. At an economic 
summit in Williamsburg, Virginia, in 
1983, Reagan declared: “National econo- 
mies need monetary coordination mecha- 
nisms, and that is why an integrated world 
economy needs a common monetary stan- 
dard.... But no national currency will do 
— only a world currency will work.” 

An essential feature of national sov- 
ereignty is the ability of a nation to 
control its own currency. A world cur- 
rency would strike at the heart of that 
sovereignty, as the member-states of 
the European Union must know and as 


by the fact that it would take 
today’s U.S. dollars to buy wh 
dollar bought in 1913. 
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man of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, 
yiedged that threat. “I’ve said 


t threat to our national security 


debt.” 


former Federal Reserve Board Governor 
Mariner Eccles said long ago: “An in- 
ternational currency is synonymous with 
international government.” 

In 1939, a prominent American lawyer 
and a founding member of the Council 
on Foreign Relations called for the “es- 
tablishment of a common money” that 
would “deprive our government of exclu- 
sive control over a national money.... The 
United States must be prepared to make 
sacrifices afterward in setting up a world 
politico-economic order that would level 
off inequalities of economic opportunity 
with respect to nations.” 

Looking at that statement, one might 
think it came from a flaming liberal, if not 
a flat-out Marxist. Yet it was spoken by a 
man who became known as a fire-breath- 
ing anti-communist during his tenure as 
secretary of state in the 1950s, none other 
than John Foster Dulles. 
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CFR member Zbigniew 
Brzezinski, who would be- 
come national security ad- 
visor to CFR member and 
U.S. President Jimmy Carter, 
wrote in 1970: “More inten- 
sive efforts to shape a new 
world monetary structure will 
have to be undertaken, with 
some consequent risk to the 
present relatively favorable 
American position.” 


The “Convergence of Values” 

Perhaps the “convergence of values” 
hoped for by Cooper was at work in the 
upper echelons of American government 
and finance through much of the Cold War 
when giant strides were taken to reduce, 
if not eliminate, that “relatively favor- 
able American position” that Brzezinski 
found expendable. As Griffin observed 
in The Creature From Jekyll Island, “Al\- 
most every important facet of Eastern-Bloc 
heavy industry could well be stamped 
‘Made in the U.S.A.’” Two of the world’s 
largest truck plants for example, the Kama 
River and Zil plants, were turning out 
trucks, armored personnel carriers, and 
missile carriers in the Soviet Union during 
the Vietnam War. Forty-five percent of the 
money for the project came in the form of a 
loan from the U.S. Export-Import bank, an 
agency of the federal government. Another 
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45 percent came from David Rockefeller’s 
Chase Manhattan Bank, leaving only 
10 percent to be financed by the Soviets 
themselves. The Export-Import Bank at the 
time was under the direction of William 
Casey. “Casey later was appointed head of 
the C.I.A. to protect America from global 
Communism,” Griffin wryly observed. 


Lending to the Enemy 

In his book The Best Enemy Money Can 
Buy, economist and historian Antony Sut- 
ton pointed out that weapons and transpor- 
tation systems used to kill Americans in 
Korea and Vietnam were built with loans, 
subsidies, and technology transfers from 
the United States. Addressing the gradu- 
ating class at Annapolis in 1983, John 
Lehman, then secretary of the Navy, said: 
“Within weeks many of you will be look- 
ing across just hundreds of feet of water at 
some of the most modern technology ever 
invented in America. Unfortunately, it is 
on Soviet ships.” 

Today the U.S. fighting men are facing 
Taliban fighters armed with weapons sup- 
plied by the United States when the Tali- 
ban were fighting the Soviet Union. As our 
nation spends as much or nearly as much 
on its military as the rest of the world’s 
nations combined, the continued expan- 
sion of the money supply by the Federal 
Reserve makes it possible for the United 
States to continue to maintain bases and 
military commitments around the globe, 
ostensibly to keep America and our allies 
safe. Yet there is also a growing aware- 
ness of the threat to our nation’s economy 
from a national debt of roughly $17 tril- 
lion. Two years ago, Admiral Mike Mul- 
len, chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, 
acknowledged that threat. “I’ve said many 
times that I believe the single, biggest 
threat to our national security is our debt, 
so I also believe we have every responsi- 
bility to help eliminate that,” Mullen said. 

It remains to be seen if the American 
people will be sufficiently aroused to 
eliminate that threat before the bankers 
and planners of the new world order elimi- 
nate our nation’s sovereignty. Hi 


American dollars funded both sides of the 
Vietnam War, as communist-bloc nations 
purchased American-made weapons and 
technology with loans and subsidies from the 
U.S. Export-Import Bank and other agencies. 
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Following the allure of fast money, governments are taking 
over an enterprise that was mainly a province of the mob. 
Are the projects becoming golden geese or just laying eggs? 


by Gregory Hession 


Three decades ago, state governments 
muscled out organized crime to take con- 
trol of the numbers gambling rackets in 
the United States and replace them with 
state-sponsored lotteries. Since the early 
1990s, state and local governments have 
forged alliances with casinos, and have 
reaped billions in profits. Should govern- 
ment be the gambling racketeer-in-chief? 


ive years ago, a great gambling co- 
FE lossus swaggered into the droopy 

little New England town of Palmer, 
Massachusetts (population 12,140), bear- 
ing promises of jobs, tax relief, and in- 
frastructure improvement. Mohegan Sun, 
an Indian casino in rural southeast Con- 
necticut, nominally run by a long-extinct 
Indian tribe, is one of the largest casinos 
in the world, with 6,500 slot machines in a 
364,000 sq. ft. gambling space. It proposed 
a project nearly as splendid in Palmer, fit- 
tingly called Mohegan Sun Massachusetts. 
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The slick marketers who concocted the 
casino plan started spreading money all 
around town, and the money made many 
friends in government. Palmer is a typi- 
cal former mill town where industry has 
fled and the population skews 20 years 
older than average. It has few good finan- 
cial prospects, and the casino appeared to 
many officials and citizens to be the ticket 
back to prosperity. 

The ultra-modern casino would be built 
on a bluff overlooking the town, with the 
whole project costing upwards of a billion 
dollars. That is much more than the total 
assessed value of all the other real estate 
in Palmer. 

Mohegan rented local offices, curried 
favor, and promised to upgrade roads, 
sewers, and other infrastructure. Money 
was no object. As the town’s wish list ex- 
panded, no reasonable request for local aid 
was refused by Mohegan. 

One obstacle remained: a vote of ap- 
proval by the citizens. An ad hoc group of 
local opponents met and made efforts to be 


Once the world’s second largest 
casino, Mohegan Sun, located in rural 
Connecticut, has recently experienced 
waning fortunes along with its failed bid 
to expand into Massachusetts. 


heard above the din of Mohegan’s massive 
media buys, getting relatively little atten- 
tion. Professional “Yes for Palmer” bill- 
boards and signs popped up on corners and 
in yards everywhere, interrupted by only a 
few hand-lettered “No Casino” signs. 

As the November 2013 vote ap- 
proached, it appeared to be a foregone 
conclusion that the Mohegan Sun dread- 
naught would steam to victory. But then a 
funny thing happened. 


Gambling and Government 
This article is not a moral screed against 
gambling, but a brief exposé of govern- 
ment cronyism and corporatism that 
brought about a massive surge of casino 
gambling in this country. 

How did we get to the point where 
a thousand casinos around the nation, 
roughly half of which are on Indian res- 
ervations, provide billions in government 
revenue? In small towns, casino income is 
often the largest source of revenue. States 
and cities have now become more addict- 
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The Trump Taj Mahal Casino Resort in Atlantic City, N.J.: Casino mogul Donald Trump says the 
U.S. should legalize online gambling to capture money being lost to offshore betting operations. 


ed to gambling than the glassy-eyed slot 
players who keep feeding the machines. 

Government has a schizophrenic re- 
lationship with gambling. It prohibits it, 
except where it allows it, or even owns it, 
such as the casinos in the state of Kansas, 
or in the form of state lotteries. 

A classic scene from the old Humphrey 
Bogart film Casablanca, set in Rick’s 
Café, a club with an illegal gambling den 
in WWII Vichy French Morocco, is still 
referenced in modern political discourse. 
Inspector Renault, the locale gendarme, 
regularly gets his “skim” from the gam- 
bling winnings in order to leave Rick alone 
and let him operate. One day he comes into 
Rick’s, blows a whistle, and announces that 
everyone must leave immediately. When 
Rick protests (since, after all, he had paid 
off the cops), Renault delivers the immortal 
line, “I’m shocked — shocked — to find 
that gambling is going on here.” 

Just then, one of Rick’s croupiers 
hands Renault a fat wad of money, say- 
ing, “Your winnings, sir.” Without miss- 
ing a beat, he says, “Oh, thank you very 
much,” and continues to insist that the 
patrons clear the place because of the il- 
legal gambling. 

This perfectly illustrates the govern- 
ment’s yes-no attitude toward gambling. 
It outlaws any citizen sponsoring it, yet it 
owns the gambling agencies itself. It takes 
its huge “skim” in the form of taxes (up 
to 50 percent of gross revenue in some 
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states), all the while tut-tutting about what 
an evil it is, and paying for the rehabilita- 
tion of the problem gamblers it enables. A 
2005 study by Professor Douglas Walker, 
a scholar at South Carolina’s College of 
Charleston who specializes in scholarly 
research about gambling, states that the 
social cost of the average “pathological 
gambler” is about twenty thousand dollars 
per year. The term “social cost” includes 
criminal justice expenses, missed work, 
treatment, welfare, and the like. 

Most states now run lotteries. Up until 
the 1970s, organized crime ran the num- 
bers business. To get those state lotteries 
going, they had to muscle out the mob and 
take over the numbers rackets by force of 
law. The state lotteries are now little more 
than the old mob numbers games, with 
better graphics and lousier payouts. 

Woe unto anyone who tries to pull the 
same maneuver and run the state out of 
its new turf. If one were to set up a pri- 
vate lottery, that person would probably 
be arrested and charged with fraud, rack- 
eteering, gambling without a license, and 
a bunch of other crimes. 

The venerable investor Warren Buffett 
said of gambling, “I don’t like the idea of 
government ... essentially hoodwinking 
the citizenry.... It is basically a tax on ig- 
norance.” Anyone who has cursed a “one 
armed bandit” for taking his money should 
remember who really calls the tune in the 
gambling industry: the government. 
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Casinos — Government’s 
New Best Friend 

Casinos were traditionally outlawed by 
most governments, except in Nevada, 
whose legislature legalized gambling in 
1931. A few casinos began to appear in 
Las Vegas in the 1940s, and by the late 
1960s and early ’70s, the large conglom- 
erates started building huge “destination” 
casinos there. Their number and size ex- 
panded greatly over the next decades. 

In the mid-1970s, Atlantic City, New 
Jersey, became the first East Coast entry 
for the casino business, allowing them to 
be built in its seedy boardwalk area. “The 
Donald” Trump became nationally known 
when he built several of them there, and 
sponsored spectacular shows. 

The results are decidedly mixed. Several 
have gone bankrupt, and the area is worse 
than ever. In a 1994 Los Angeles Times ar- 
ticle, one wag observed, “But look at At- 
lantic City. It used to be a slum by the sea, 
and now, it’s a slum by the sea with casi- 
nos.” Despite the immense cost to the state 
and the people of New Jersey, the state gets 
only $278 million per year in taxes from 
12 casinos. Contrast that with Connecticut, 
whose two Indian casinos pay the state con- 
siderably more than that each year. 

About one half of the one thousand casi- 
nos in the United States are so-called com- 
mercial casinos, meaning they are owned 
by companies such as MGM Grand, Wynn, 
Las Vegas Sands, Caesar’s Entertainment, 
Harrah’s, and others. Commercial casino 
revenues in the United States are about 
$37 billion per year. Indian casinos spread 
out in various states make up the rest, and 
take in about $30 billion yearly. 

Indian casinos present a thornier prob- 
lem for governments. Indian tribes are 
regulated both by states and by the federal 
government. The arrangements for these 
tribes to open casinos on their tribal lands 
gelled in 1986 when the U.S. Supreme 
Court ruled that Indian gambling was to 
be exclusively regulated by Congress, not 
by the states. In 1988, Congress passed the 
Indian Gaming Regulatory Act (IGRA), 
signed by then-president Reagan, which 
opened the floodgates for Indians to part- 
ner up with wealthy financiers and build 
staggeringly expensive casinos on their 
reservations. 

The way states tax casinos varies 
widely, and the amount is generally much 
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higher at racetrack casinos, or “racinos.” 
Delaware’s three gambling operations are 
racinos where operators split 40.5 percent 
of the total take, the state gets 43.5 per- 
cent, the horse breeders get 10 percent, 
and vendors, six percent. Nevada takes 
a much smaller percentage. Indiana and 
Missouri take 20 percent of gross rev- 
enues, while Illinois has a graduated tax 
of 15-50 percent, averaging about a third. 
By contrast, Indian casinos are not subject 
to either state or federal income taxes, but 
sometimes negotiate private “payments in 
lieu of taxes” (PILOT) agreements, such 
as in Connecticut, where the two Indian 
casinos voluntarily agreed to pay the state 
25 percent of gross gaming revenues. The 
U.S. internal revenue code exempts Indian 
casinos completely from federal income 
taxes, while the Federal Indian Gaming 
Regulatory Act exempts them from state 
income taxes. Various Supreme Court 
cases have upheld these exemptions. 


The Same Old Corporatism 

Should government play a role in spon- 
soring, approving, or even regulating 
gambling at all? Lobbyists spend untold 
millions of dollars seeking the favor of 
governments in order to obtain the right to 
build casinos, which has produced inevi- 
table corruption, given the huge amounts 
of money at stake. 


‘J 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 


In the middle of the last 
decade, prominent power 
brokers Jack Abramoff, 
Ralph Reed, Grover Norquist, 
and Michael Scanlon bribed 
members of Congress and 
overcharged their Indian cli- 
ents some $85 million to get 
favorable treatment. Felony 
convictions followed in 2006 
for Abramoff, Scanlon, and some congres- 
sional staffers. 

In Massachusetts, which just passed 
legislation authorizing three casinos in 
the state, including Mohegan Sun Mas- 
sachusetts, a politburo of five governor- 
appointed insiders will decide who gets 
the three licenses in the state to build a 
casino. The legal bribes that the state re- 
quires are breathtaking. The fee merely to 
submit a proposal is $35,000. Then, if the 
proposal passes first muster, the casino 
proponent has to tender another $400,000 
with the application. One can speculate 
whether fantastic sums may have also 
changed hands in order to steer licenses 
to favored insiders. 

Then starts the public relations battle to 
convince the host community to accept a 
casino. These secondary costs are always 
in the tens of millions of dollars, and in- 
volve a lot of payoffs to government of- 
ficials, state and local. 


a : = M53 


Government has a schizophrenic 
relationship with gambling. It prohibits 


it, except where it allows it, or even owns 
it, such as the casinos in the state of 
Kansas, or in the form of state lotteries. 


Indian casinos, in particular, have sent 
breathtaking sums to politicians. Accord- 
ing to a recent Bloomberg News article, in 
the last five years alone, tribes have con- 
tributed $235 million to political parties 
and various lawmakers who will favor 
their gambling interests. 


Indian Gambling Atrocity — 
The State of Connecticut 
Connecticut was one of the earliest states 
to develop agreements with Indian tribes 
regarding casino gambling. Its relation- 
ship with its casinos perfectly illustrates 
the mutual parasitism between govern- 
ment and casinos, along with the moral 
compromises by government officials that 
led to their existence in the first place. 
Meet “Indian” Richard “Skip” Hayward, 
a whiter-than-white man born in New Lon- 
don, Connecticut. Skip drifted around the 
country from job to job until he heard about 
a unique opportunity back in Connecticut 


An inside view of the Foxwoods Casino in Ledyard, Connecticut, owned by the Mashentucket Pequot Indian “tribe” and once the world’s largest 
casino, opened the floodgates to Indian casino construction. 
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The legal bribes that the state requires 


are breathtaking. The fee merely to 


submit a proposal is $35,000. Then, if the 


proposal passes first muster, the casino 
proponent has to tender another $400,000 
with the application. 


to get in on one of the richest scams of 
this era. Hayward’s elderly grandmother, 
Elizabeth George, lived on a 200-acre In- 
dian reservation in Ledyard, Connecticut, 
the remnant of a 1,000-acre tract in rural 
southeast Connecticut given by the state to 
the Pequot tribe after most of the tribe was 
slaughtered in the early 1600s. 

George was the last person living on 
the reservation, like a noble survivor, but 
it is highly doubtful she had even 
a drop of Indian blood. It was 
not uncommon for non-Indians 
to squat on reservations in the 
early part of the 20th century, and 
census takers did not distinguish 
those who may have been genuine 
Indians from those who were not. 

The Pequot tribe had long since 
died out. There was no actual tribe 
living there, no tribal government, 
no tribal gatherings or activities, 
no housing, and no Indian way of 
life on the small reservation, all 
requirements for federal designa- 
tion as an Indian tribe. There was 
only one shabby residence where 
George lived. 

But lady luck favored Hay- 
ward. Before his grandmother 
died in 1973, a very determined 
and well-financed lawyer named 
Tom Tureen started a one-of-a- 
kind effort in Northern Maine to 
restore the long lost lands of the 
eastern U.S. Indian tribes, much 
of which had been sold or forfeit- 
ed hundreds of years before. 

Using a quaintly named law 
called The Nonintercourse Act, 
passed by Congress under Pres- 
ident George Washington in 
1790, attorney Tureen sued tens 
of thousands of landowners who 
now resided on what was former 
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Indian land. That law, basi- 
cally unnoticed for two cen- 
turies, stated that no Indian 
land could be transferred 
without federal government 
approval. Because most of 
the tribes in the 13 original 
colonies were overseen by 
state governments, rather 
than by the feds as were the 
western tribes, most land 
transfers since 1790 were 
done entirely by states without the re- 
quired federal approval. 

So Tureen filed lawsuits in at least 
seven of the former colonies in federal 
courts. He used the federal Noninter- 
course Act to trump the expected defenses 
to such a lawsuit involving very old land 
transfers, such as statutes of limitation 
and the doctrine of adverse possession, 
which vests title in a new owner after 20 
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Anita Pindiur is executive director of Way Back Inn of Broadview, 
Illinois, one of many facilities that serves persons suffering from 
the growing plague of alcohol, drug, and gambling dependence. 


years of open and continuous use by a 
new owner, regardless of a recorded deed. 

One of Tureen’s lawsuits sought to re- 
claim about a third of the state of Maine 
for the Passamaquoddy and Penobscot 
tribes. Another claimed a right to retake 
most of Cape Cod in Massachusetts for the 
Mashpee Indian tribe. 

Federal recognition of tribes was criti- 
cal. It meant exemption from the crush- 
ing burdens of state environmental laws, 
building and zoning regulations, and 
property taxes. This meant savings of un- 
told tens of millions of dollars on a major 
building project such as a casino, and the 
opportunity to bypass the red tape that al- 
ways causes endless delays to every busi- 
ness venture in this era of government 
overreach. What business would not seek 
such an advantage if it were available? 

Tureen was funded by a well-endowed 
advocacy group called the Native Ameri- 
can Rights Fund (NARF), which 
obtained its money from govern- 
ment grants and private sources. 
Through winning many of these 
lawsuits, he won vast tracts of 
land and huge sums of taxpayer 
dollars in compensation for his 
Indian clients, who built homes 
and communal facilities on their 
reservations using HUD funds, 
and which served as seed money 
for casino planning. Much of the 
start of Indian gambling was a 
giant welfare scheme. 

The usual path to obtain feder- 
al designation for an Indian tribe 
requires a massive application to 
the U.S. Bureau of Indian Affairs 
(BIA), often amounting to tens 
of thousands of pages. The tribe 
must prove an unbroken history 
of tribal existence on its land, 
and that its claim to be Indians is 
genuine. It can also take up to 10 
years of tortoise-like bureaucratic 
plodding to get the final approval 
from the agency. 

In the case of the Connecticut 
Pequots, however, insider machi- 
nations by Connecticut’s con- 
gressional delegation allowed 
them to bypass the BIA applica- 
tion process entirely, and go di- 
rectly to Congress to get federal 
recognition for their (non-Indian) 
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on Corzine signed legislation enabling casinos and racetracks 


to remain open during a government shutdown in 2008. Government enables gambling and 


depends on its revenue. 


tribe. The bill, which was introduced in 
both chambers of Congress, would rec- 
ognize the Pequots as a legitimate tribe, 
would take land by eminent domain to ex- 
pand their reservation by a factor of 10, 
and would transfer a large sum of taxpayer 
funds to the “tribe’s” leaders under the 
control of Skip Hayward. 

At congressional hearings on the bill 
in July of 1982, the fix was in. No one 
even raised the issue of whether the Pe- 
quots were actually a real Indian tribe. 
Hayward’s lack of credentials as chief 
were never questioned, and not a shred of 
evidence was submitted about the tribe’s 
authenticity. Incredibly, only one senator 
attended the subcommittee hearing on 
whether to approve the legislation, Sen. 
William Cohen of Maine. With the rec- 
ommendation of Connecticut’s Senators 
at the time, Lowell Weicker and Chris 
Dodd, and Rep. Sam Gujdenson, the bill, 
now called the “Mashantucket Pequot In- 
dian Claims Settlement Act,” passed both 
houses of Congress unanimously, and was 
eventually signed by President Reagan 
after an initial veto. 

By this vote, a group of about 50 of 
Skip Hayward’s 100-percent white, non- 
Indian relatives were given the makings of 
what turned out to be a multi-billion-dol- 
lar cash cow. Up until that time, all of the 
Haywards had always called themselves 
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“white” on every job application, census 
statement, marriage license, and every 
other document later reviewed. Skip Hay- 
ward’s “Indian” grandmother, deceased in 
1973, called herself “white” while on the 
reservation. But now, after the congres- 
sional vote, Hayward, his eight siblings, 
his mother, and his other more distant rela- 
tives began to call themselves “Indians.” 

In the next few years, the newly minted 
tribe acquired land, opened a high-stakes 
bingo parlor which made millions, and 
culminated in the creation of Foxwoods 
Casino, which opened its doors on Feb- 
ruary 14, 1992. It was a gold mine from 
the beginning, and it continually expanded 
in size and revenue to become one of the 
world’s largest casinos. 


Government, Gambling, 
Entertainment, and Morality 
Most persons have already made a moral 
judgment about gambling, concluding 
either that it is at least morally question- 
able, if not a vice to be shunned, or that it 
is harmless entertainment as long as it is 
done in moderation. Few would justify a 
gambling addiction as a moral good. The 
well-known consequences of compulsive 
gambling are marital disharmony, divorce, 
child abuse, alcoholism, substance abuse, 
and suicide attempts. 

Why does government own lotteries and 
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promote casino gambling, when it addicts, 
impoverishes, and destroys the families of 
many persons who participate in it? The 
answer appears to be: money. Barrels of 
money. By its involvement in gambling, 
government engages in a conflict of inter- 
est with its duty to protect the citizens from 
harm. One could also ask, what business 
does government have in owning entertain- 
ment and recreation businesses? Constitu- 
tionally, none. So it must be money that 
pulls the government into the mixture. 

Murray Rothbard, the libertarian econo- 
mist, contrasted gambling with entrepre- 
neurship. In his view, an entrepreneur is 
not “gambling” in the sense that a casino 
patron does it. The business owner tries to 
control the unknowns and bring about a 
profit. The gambler cannot control the un- 
knowns, and is almost certain to suffer a net 
loss. Rothbard reminded us, lest we forget, 
that the games are all rigged in favor of the 
house, whether by one percent at the low 
end up to 10 percent for some of the games. 

Government should clearly not be in- 
volved in the business of gambling under 
our constitutional system. But should 
government regulate it as a crime? The 
answer becomes clear when we distin- 
guish between the nature of a “vice” ver- 
sus a “crime.” 

“Vices are those acts by which a man 
harms himself or his property. Crimes are 
those acts by which one man harms the per- 
son or property of another,” wrote Lysander 
Spooner, a 19th-century lawyer and politi- 
cal radical, in his 1875 book Vices Are Not 
Crimes. In other words, a vice is a personal 
failing, while a crime is an act that improp- 
erly intrudes on the rights of others. 

A government dedicated to natural law 
and liberty would punish only crimes, not 
vices, and would rely on non-government 
authority structures to provide a moral 
bulwark against vice — such as the family, 
the community, the church, and fraternal 
organizations. 

Government has steadily encroached 
with its laws into the swamps of vice, as 
though it could “fix” the wayward sinner. 
Courts now routinely order drunks to go 
to alcohol treatment, and others to go to 
anger management programs and diversity 
training. 

These programs rarely work, because 
external pressures cannot produce virtue in 
their targets. Virtue comes about in those 
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seems to depend on whether 
the state is getting its full 
measure of the take or not. 
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who want to change from evil to good, as 
a result of self-discipline, hard work, and 
sacrifice. Government takes a mechanical 
view of the human spirit, hence its official 
policy that it can force a person to change 
bad behavior. 

Governments have continued in their 
double-minded treatment of gambling, 
prohibiting some persons and entities 
from sponsoring it, allowing others to do 
so, while promoting its own ownership or 
sponsorship of gambling enterprises. 

Government schools and other sympa- 
thetic recipients of tax largess are often the 
bait to justify improper state intrusion into 
the gambling business. For example, gam- 
bling machine owners in South Carolina 
have run ads to remind the citizens to gam- 
ble because some of the state rake-off goes 
to education, using the slogan, “Education 
can’t wait in South Carolina.” What les- 
son does that teach the children — gamble 
your way to education excellence? 

So what is gambling — is it right, or 
is it wrong? Is it a crime or a vice? That 


All Is Not Coming Up Aces 
All the cards are not com- 
ing up aces for the gambling 
industry. Most casinos and 
other facilities have seen 
large decreases in their gross 
revenues during the last few 
years. As more facilities are built in a race 
to capture a larger portion of the available 
entertainment dollar, they have begun to 
saturate the market and squeeze each other 
financially. 

Some casinos have even failed, leav- 
ing great empty hulks behind. Others are 
feeling the pinch, and asking for govern- 
ment rescue. Now that Pennsylvania has 
become a massive gambling powerhouse 
with 11 casinos in operation, lawmakers in 
nearby Delaware are considering whether 
to subsidize its three racetrack casinos to 
the tune of $8 million. 


Meanwhile, Back at the 
Massachusetts Voting Booth 

The proposed Palmer, Massachusetts, ca- 
sino project was voted down by a narrow 
margin on November 5, 2013. On the same 
day, Boston voters nixed one there as well, 
leaving doubt as to whether gambling will 
even come to the Bay State. Voters can be 
fickle, but this time they ignored the satu- 


Internet poker can be played on the Ultimate Gaming website. Ultimate Gaming started offering 
Internet gambling in Nevada in 2013, and has now expanded into New Jersey. 
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ration advertising, the “jobs, jobs, jobs” 
propaganda, the promise of a property tax 
cut, and considered what such a behemoth 
would do to the culture of a small town. 

This defeat for big casino interests still 
raises an important question: If not ca- 
sinos, what can small, former industrial 
towns do to revive their flagging fortunes? 
Ironically, the answer lies in a similar 
voter uprising against the other parts of 
the same overarching government inter- 
ference in the economy that attempted to 
impose a casino. That very same govern- 
ment, which sponsored a casino initiative, 
is primarily responsible for the policies 
that created the demise of the large textile 
industry (among others) in the northeast. 
Government union and taxation policies 
were instrumental in these businesses 
relocating to southern states, financially 
gutting countless New England cities and 
towns. Voters don’t seem to make the 
connection, or to have the courage to take 
that next step toward their liberation, and 
to throw off the yoke of their power-mad, 
greedy governments. 


A Peek at the Cards 

What is the future of the casino business? 
Online gambling, of course. Two states 
have already approved it, with another 10 
considering it. You can be sure the rest will 
jump into the game, as soon as they can get 
their Luddite legislators to smell the money. 

When that happens, it could spell doom, 
or at least drastic decline, for the fantas- 
tically expensive casino facilities around 
the country. Some persons will always be 
more attracted to the glitz and false el- 
egance of physical casino buildings, and 
consider them to be meaningful entertain- 
ment. Others, however, will be satisfied 
with gambling on computer screens in 
their homes, if the casinos can provide 
big-screen software that will simulate the 
whirring slots and allow the players to 
enter into that state of euphoria that they 
get in the casinos. 

I’m betting they can make it work. 
Then, millions of furtive Internet gam- 
blers will join the millions of furtive Inter- 
net pomography viewers to bring another 
vice home. Its future probably depends on 
when and whether the government can lay 
its heavy hand of taxation and regulation 
on the process to skim off a portion of the 
money as it goes by. 
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Teens Help Local Hospital 
Teen tennis players in Chula Vista, 
California, helped raise funds for Rady 
Children’s Hospital after one of the ten- 
nis players decided to give back to the 
hospital that took good care of her as a 
youngster. 

As a young girl with a heart problem, 
Sarah Alexander went to Rady Children’s 
Hospital, and she recalled how the hospi- 
tal helped her to get through the trauma 
by giving her a stuffed toy. “I felt happy. 
I felt special,” said the Bonita Vista High 
junior tennis player. 

The tennis players at Bonita Vista High 
School had been discussing various ways 
to raise funds for their team when Sarah 
suggested that the team also raise funds to 
lift the spirits of sick children. 

UT San Diego reported last Novem- 
ber, “They raised enough money to buy 
74 Avon monkeys, which they decided to 
give to children either just going in for 
surgery or coming out.” The girls man- 
aged to raise that money, in addition to 
earning enough to buy new uniforms. 

Jenny Oh, another junior team member, 
said, “We thought that would be a nice 
time to make their experience better.” 

“They’re sick and they’re sad,” said 
Kylie McLellan, also a junior. “It’s not 
their fault they’re in the hospital ... any- 
thing we can do to make them feel bet- 
ter.... I’m on the lacrosse team and we 
sold coupon books and cookie dough, but 
this wasn’t as hard as I thought it would 
be. It was a good experience because it 
was for a good cause,” she continued. 

Kylie, Jenny, and Sarah all participate 
in various charitable endeavors, all while 
managing to maintain impressive grade 
point averages. When asked how they do 
it, Jenny responded by stating that a good 
cause is worth losing some sleep. 


Family Donates Wedding 


A family in Atlanta, Georgia, transformed 
a very sad event into something positive. 
Willie and Carol Fowler’s only daughter 
cancelled her wedding just one month be- 
fore it was set to take place. Rather than 
dwell on the sadness of the cancellation, 
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however, the parents decided to donate the 
already-paid-for reception to 200 home- 
less people. “We went home that evening 
and my husband woke up the next morn- 
ing and I was in the process of cancelling 
out the venue and he said, ‘No, what we’ ll 
do is donate it to Hosea Feed the Hun- 
gry,’” Carol Fowler told ABCNews.com 
last September. 

The Fowlers contacted Hosea Feed 
the Hungry, a non-profit organization 
for which their daughter had volunteered 
when she was young. The organization 
provides services and resources to local 
homeless individuals. 

Those at Hosea Feed the Hungry were 
beyond surprised at the Fowlers’ incred- 
ible generosity. “When they first called, 
the administration thought it was a prank 
call because it was too good to be true,” 
Quisa Foster of Hosea Feed the Hungry 
said. “It’s a very creme de la creme wed- 
ding venue, so to say that you’re going 
to host 200 homeless individuals at Villa 
Christina — it sounds like a prank call.” 

On September 15, 200 homeless 
women, men, and children were trans- 
ported to Villa Christina via bus for the 
amazing event. 

Attendees were regaled with juggling 
and face-painting, and the children had 
plenty of room for running and playing. 

“The children had chicken fingers, 
French fries, fresh fruit and chocolate 
chip cookies,” Carol Fowler said. “The 
adults had salmon and chicken.” 

“All the plates were empty and there 
wasn’t any leftover food at all. It was an 
eye-opening experience,” Foster said. “You 
go to weddings sometimes and you see a 
lot of people really waste food. We take so 
many things for granted. These clients or 
guests, as we call them, they don’t.” 

The Fowlers also invited a motivational 
speaker for the adult attendees. 

“When you look at the faces of the 
women and children and actually par- 
ticipated in the event, they look like you 
and me,” Foster said. “These are working 
families that for whatever reason — the 
recession, economic turn — have found 
themselves in a place where they’re with- 
out a place to live and starting over.” 


THE GOODNESS OF AMERICA 


Veteran’s Home Makeover 
A local community pitched in to help 
a veteran suffering from a brain injury 
renovate his house, which was virtually 
uninhabitable. 

WLKY reported last October that Sgt. 
John Gatz of Louisville, Kentucky, suf- 
fered a traumatic brain injury while over- 
seas. When he returned home, he found 
that his house was in need of significant 
work, and his wife and three children were 
struggling with their own health issues. 
“Lots of molds and the kids were getting 
sick. Other toxins we weren’t really aware 
of,” said Gatz. 

An organization called Operation Help- 
ing Heroes took the lead, but many local 
volunteers contributed their time and ef- 
forts. Various other organizations assisted 
as well. 

“We had St. Xavier students come and 
help put in sodding in the yard. UPS has 
been a big help. The national VFW gave, 
the commander in chief soon heard about 
it and committed to $10,000 that night,” 
Gatz said. “The carpenter union came in. 
They’re putting in bookshelves on both 
sides of the fireplace,” he said. 

A generous donation from Town and 
Country Ford paid for cabinets and coun- 
ter tops, while all the floors were refin- 
ished and heating vents were replaced. 
The renovated basement features a room 
built of cedar. Four Seasons built a sun- 
room for free, a room that overlooks an 
in-ground trampoline, which was also 
donated. 

For the Gatz family, the efforts are 
beyond anything they could have imag- 
ined. “It means everything. We are really 
excited, really appreciative,” said John’s 
wife, Christina. 

“It means there are a lot of people out 
there that really do support veterans and 
military guys and gals,” recalled Gatz. 

Operation Helping Heroes estimates 
that it received approximately $150,000 
in volunteer time and donations for the 
Gatz renovation. The Gatz family had 
been out of the house for months, but was 
able to move back into their practically 
new house at the end of October. Mi 

— Raven Clabough 
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It’s said that “history” is written by the winners, skewing it one way or another. In recent 


Franklin D. 
Roosevelt 


Charles 
Lindbergh 


times, history has been unmade by media — as FDR and Charles Lindbergh exemplify. 


by John J. Dwyer 


.S. President Franklin D. 
U Roosevelt and American avia- 

tor Charles Lindbergh were the 
two greatest American icons of the first 
half of the 20th century. One led Amer- 
ica throughout the Great Depression and 
WWI; the other gained fame when he 
risked his life to be the first person to fly 
solo across the Atlantic Ocean, crossing 
between New York and Paris. 

According to major media and many 
history books, President Roosevelt be- 
came more and more a statesman in of- 
fice after being elected, and was largely 
responsible for America recovering from 
the Great Depression and for the Allies 
winning WWII, consequently spread- 
ing “democracy” throughout the world. 
Yet Lindbergh’s life after gaining public 
prominence was a study in wreck and ruin, 
with his son being kidnapped and mur- 
dered and Lindbergh becoming a speaker 
for an “isolationist” movement. 

But the actual histories of the men sug- 
gest that “history” is often little more than 
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propaganda that has been oft repeated. 
An accounting of the quality of the men’s 
judgments, their standards of behavior in 
interpersonal conflicts, and their personal 
accomplishments makes it logical that 
American history should, instead, laud 
Lindbergh while recoiling from Roosevelt. 


Into Acclaim and Controversy 

Modern Americans can scarcely imagine 
the emotion and awe with which peoples 
across the world regarded Lindbergh, who 
was widely christened “The Lone Eagle” 
following his pioneer 1927 transatlantic 
solo flight in the Spirit of St. Louis, just 
two decades after the first flight in his- 
tory. Six world-renowned aviators had 
already died trying to accomplish the epic 
feat. When the shy, soft-spoken, boyishly 
handsome 25-year-old Midwesterner did 
it, his fame soared to greater heights per- 
haps than that of the astronauts who land- 
ed on the moon in a later generation. As 
chronicled in James P. Duffy’s Lindbergh 
vs. Roosevelt: The Rivalry That Divided 
America, hundreds of thousands of Pari- 
sians cheered him on. Thousands of police 


and 5,000 soldiers restrained crowds from 
him in Brussels. The English king and 
U.S. President Calvin Coolidge received 
him. Jime magazine named him its first 
“Man of the Year.” 

When his infant son was kidnapped and 
murdered in 1932, it was America’s crime 
of the century. Many considered it the 
worst crime since the crucifixion of Christ. 
The heart of the country beat as one with 
Charles Lindbergh and his brilliant, lovely 
wife, Anne. 

Roosevelt’s rise to the national and 
international stage was not as sudden. 
He capitalized on the fact that his distant 
cousin Theodore Roosevelt was one of the 
most admired U.S. presidents and man- 
aged to become governor of New York. 
After winning two gubernatorial terms, 
“FDR” parlayed his own handsome vis- 
age, galvanizing charisma, and message of 
hope for Great Depression-ravaged Amer- 
ica into the presidency in 1933 — and 
soon came into conflict with Lindbergh. 

Lindbergh had never pursued political 
causes and had retreated with Anne from 
public view — and the vulture-like pursuit 
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of the media — following the staggering 
loss of their son, but then Roosevelt, riding 
a historic wave of success and popularity, 
issued an executive order in early 1934 that 
outlawed an entire industry, private airline 
mail carrying. Instead, Roosevelt deter- 
mined, the U.S. military would provide the 
air transportation for delivering air mail. 
Democrat Roosevelt charged that Republi- 
can companies were price- and route-fixing. 
(The Washington, D.C., Court of Appeals 
later ruled his actions arbitrary and with- 
out due process of law.) The Lone Eagle 
burst back into the limelight with a brief 
letter to the president protesting his actions. 
Lindbergh declared them “unwarranted and 
contrary to American principles” in their 
wielding of federal government power over 
the private sector whose production funded 
that government. 

Round One was under way between 
two of the most legendary Americans 
in history, and the air mail controversy 
morphed overnight into an epic Roosevelt 
vs. Lindbergh showdown. Brave army pi- 
lots, ill trained for their new mail-carrying 
mission and flying planes far inferior to 
the airlines’ (one commercial liner, for in- 
stance, could carry the load of six army 
planes) and inadequate for either the pitch 
black of night or the freezing, snow-blown 
winter, began immediately to perish. 

As the body count rose to 12 and ac- 
cidents to 66, masses of air mail were de- 
layed or never delivered, and public fury 
mounted at the administration. Roosevelt 
ignored the advice of friends and enemies, 
business people, military leaders, and gov- 
ernment officials alike to reinstate private 
mail delivery and, instead, orchestrated a 
feverish, behind-the-scenes campaign to 
redirect blame for the burgeoning disas- 
ter, including against Lindbergh, whose 
statements legitimized the theretofore- 
unheard-of phenomenon of wide public 
criticism of Roosevelt. FDR attempted 
to portray Lindbergh as a tool of the air- 
lines. “Don’t worry about Lindbergh,” he 
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scowled to an aide. “We will 


get that fair-haired boy.” 

However, the president 
soon had to admit defeat and 
ask Congress to pass legisla- 
tion returning airmail service 
to private carriers, reversing 
his action of barely 90 days 
before. 

Roosevelt ally Henry “Hap” Arnold, 
later five-star commanding general of the 
U.S. Army Air Forces during WWII, sum- 
marized the fiasco: “Within two weeks 
we were forced to realize that although 
the ‘will to do’ might get the job done, the 
price of our doing it was equal to the sacri- 
fice of a wartime combat operation. Cour- 
age alone could not substitute for years 
of cross-country experience; for properly 
equipped airplanes; and for suitable blind 
flying instruments, such as the regular air- 
line mail pilots were using.” 


New Deal Failure 


Roosevelt’s tenure in office reinforced the 
perception that his need to be considered 


right trumped his desires to actually get 
things right. 

His famed “first hundred days,” contrary 
to many of his campaign promises about 
avoiding the centralization of government 
power, unleashed an unparalleled blizzard 
of legislation in which the federal govern- 
ment sought to correct the supposed fail- 
ures of the capitalistic system — through 
the Civilian Conservation Corps, the Ag- 
ricultural Adjustment Act, the National In- 
dustrial Recovery Act, and many other new 
laws. “It is common sense to take a method 
and try it,” he explained. “If it fails, admit 
it frankly and try another. But above all, try 
something.” The nation had just suffered 
through three years of Herbert Hoover’s in- 
effectual post-stock market crash economic 
schemes, and the unemployment rate stood 
at over 23 percent at Roosevelt’s inaugura- 
tion, so the majority of citizens were will- 
ing to give him a chance. 

Though the realization gradually dawned 
on Roosevelt and his minions that no 
amount of constitutionally questionable 
New Deal programs and Machiavellian 


Desperate devices: President Franklin D. Roosevelt defends his New Deal programs before 
Congress in 1936. Contrary to the prevailing historical mythology, both the plan’s constitutionality 
and effectiveness grew increasingly suspect the longer he was in office. 
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presidential scheming could end the Depres- 
sion, Roosevelt kept his programs going full 
steam ahead. Near the end of Roosevelt’s 
second term, Secretary of Treasury Henry 
Morgenthau, a key New Deal architect, 
penned this startling confession regarding 
the administration’s failure: “We have tried 
spending money. We are spending more 
than we have ever spent before and it does 
not work. And I have just one interest, and 
now if Iam wrong somebody else can have 
my job. I want to see this country prosper. 
I want to see people get a job. I want to see 
people get enough to eat. We have never 
made good on our promises. I say after eight 
years of this administration, we have just as 
much unemployment as when we started. 
And enormous debt to boot.” 
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EN THIS BAB 


As nations on nearly every continent 
emerged from the economic cataclysm, 
U.S. unemployment skyrocketed back 
up to nine million workers in 1939 — 12 
million if counting Americans employed 
at taxpayer-funded “make-work” jobs — 
a total nearly that of when Roosevelt first 
won the presidency, and after oceans of 
New Deal spending. 

As the 1930s wound down, Roosevelt’s 
resolve not to take his hand off the tiller 
steering America’s economic course was 
creating the unemployment that would 
help impel him to push America into an- 
other world war and another face-off with 
Lindbergh. 

In September 1939 when Germany 
and Russia invaded Poland, precipitating 
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Tragedy and the tot: A heart-rending March 1932 newspaper photo of Charles Lindbergh’s 
kidnapped son, Charles, during the search for him. The child’s corpse was found two months 
later in woods less than five miles from the Lindberghs’ New Jersey home. 
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WWII, Roosevelt saw his chance to elimi- 
nate U.S. unemployment. Amity Schlaes 
opined in her Depression chronicle The 
Forgotten Man: “A war ... would hand to 
Roosevelt the thing he had always lacked 
—a chance, quite literally, to provide jobs 
to the remaining unemployed. On the jun- 
ket down the Potomac, for example, he 
could count 6,000 men at work at Langley 
Field; 12,000 at Portsmouth Navy Yard, 
where there had been 7,600; and new em- 
ployment in the military or the prospect 
of it, for Americans elsewhere. Roosevelt 
hadn’t known what to do with the extra 
people in 1938, but now (1940) he did: he 
could make them soldiers.” Never mind 
that the private-sector unemployment 
problem was exacerbated by the economic 
drag caused by his costly Big Government 
programs — or that going to war would 
make government even more expensive. 

Roosevelt’s only problem was convinc- 
ing Americans of the necessity to fight — 
no easy chore. The American public was 
disgusted with Europe after it had torn it- 
self to shreds for no legitimate reason in the 
“Great War,” dragging the United States 
into the fray to win the fight, then reneged 
on billions of dollars in war repayments 
while pillorying the United States as a vil- 
lainous creditor called “Uncle Shylock” — 
not to mention America’s 460,000 deaths 
resulting from that war. The American 
public had no interest in saving England’s 
rapacious empire again, or in dealing with 
European geopolitics. 

Roosevelt, again contrary to promises 
to the electorate, schemed and crafted 
plans to involve the United States in 
Europe’s latest war, while Lindbergh 
worked assiduously to keep America out 
of the war. 


Dragged Into War 
Meanwhile, Hitlerite Germany and Im- 
perial Japan surged forward in economic 
and military expansion mode. They recon- 
quered lost territories, then annexed others 
to shield themselves from counterattack 
and mine them for natural resources. 
Less than a year after Britain and France 
declared war on Germany, the Germans 
had thrown their combined armies off 
the continent and had taken over western 
and northern Europe, including France. 
The British and their new Prime Minis- 
ter Winston Churchill once again begged 
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America for help in escaping a mess into 
which they had gotten themselves through 
pre-war continental alliances. 

In the run-up to the 1940 presidential 
election, Roosevelt sought to outstrip his 
Republican opponent, Wendell Willkie, 
with solemn pledges to the public to steer 
clear of war. “I have said this before, but 
I shall say it again and again and again,” 
Roosevelt assured American mothers and 
fathers, “your boys are not going to be sent 
into any foreign wars.” Yet privately, he 
sounded a different tune. “Of course, we’ ll 
fight if we are attacked,” he told staff mem- 
bers. “If somebody attacks us, then it isn’t 
a foreign war, is it?” And he did everything 
in his power to make sure America was at- 
tacked, as the following illustrates. 

Indeed, immediately following his third 
election, Roosevelt accelerated his efforts 
to guide the United States into the war, all 
the while assuring the nation of his deter- 
mination to keep it out. 

Political pundit Patrick Buchanan de- 
scribed what now unfolded: “Before the 
election, Roosevelt had been cautious; 
now, he was bold, even provocative. He 
extended the navy’s neutrality zone from 
three hundred miles offshore to the mid- 
Atlantic and put U.S. troops on Greenland 
and Iceland. In the spring of 1941 the Unit- 
ed States aided the British in the search for 
the [German ship] Bismarck [to sink her]. 
By July, U.S. naval ‘patrols’ were being 
extended to Iceland to protect American 
ships; British ships were allowed in the 
convoys. None of this was done with the 
authorization of Congress.” 

Roosevelt also dispatched his closest 
advisor, the staunchly pro-Soviet Harry 
Hopkins, to England to reassure Churchill: 
“The President is determined that we shall 
win the war together. Make no mistake 
about it. He has sent me here to tell you 
that at all costs and by all means he will 
carry you through, no matter what happens 
to him — there is nothing he will not do so 
far as he has human power.” 
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V-mail: President Roosevelt compares the print and smaller microfilm versions of a letter 
presented to him by Postmaster General Frank C. Walker (right) in 1942. This launched the 
wartime use of “V”-mail, which allowed mail bags to carry many more overseas communications. 


After later meeting with Roosevelt, 
Churchill told his Cabinet that the presi- 
dent was “obviously determined” to come 
into the war and “said that he [Roosevelt] 
would wage war [including against Ger- 
man subs anywhere] but not declare it, 
and that he would become more and more 
provocative. If the Germans did not like 
it they could attack the American forces.” 

Roosevelt also disregarded the congres- 
sional Neutrality Acts — passed by Con- 
gress and supported by the public, which 
applied U.S. embargoes of all war materiel 
to all warring nations and forbid loans or 
credit to warring parties — creating con- 
ditions so that “allies,” such as the Brit- 
ish, did not have to pay cash for Ameri- 
can war materiel, and he championed 
the Lend Lease Act through Congress. 
Employing unprecedented presidential 
power, he “loaned” Britain and later the 
Soviet Union vast amounts of American 
supplies, arms, and ammunition. Whether 
the Soviets, who invaded Poland in con- 
cert with the Germans and later enslaved 
half of Europe and terrorized 
much of the rest of the world 
for 50 years following the 
war, would otherwise have 
survived the Nazi onslaught 
against them remains an 
open question. 

And he launched high- 
level military meetings be- 


tween the United States and Britain, taking 
extreme measures to hide them from the 
American people. In conjunction with the 
meetings, he conspired with a vast Brit- 
ish espionage, propaganda, extortion, and 
character-assassination operation based 
in New York City to influence the nation 
toward war. He attempted to convince the 
U.S. public that Hitler intended a “new 
world order” encompassing the Western 
Hemisphere. Central and South America, 
FDR falsely declared, would be reorga- 
nized into “five vassal states” under Nazi 
rule. U.S.-based British spies forged a “‘se- 
cret map” of the fictional German plans 
for Roosevelt. 

Roosevelt loosed ships, such as the 
U.S.S. Greer, on German U-boats in aid of 
the British. Other American vessels such 
as the U.S.S. Niblack themselves attacked 
U-boats in waters thousands of miles from 
the United States. 

And while Hitler went to extremes to 
prevent German attacks on Americans, 
even forbidding attacks on U.S. ships 
in self-defense, Roosevelt publicly de- 
nounced the Germans for attacking U.S. 
naval vessels. Key Roosevelt lieutenant 
Robert Sherwood wrote following the war: 
“If the isolationists had known the full 
extent of the secret alliance between the 
United States and Britain, their demands 
for impeachment would have rumbled like 
thunder throughout the land.” 
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Air transportation debacle: Trans-Atlantic flyer Clarence Chamberlain (left) confers in March 
1934 with Secretary of War George Dern (center) and Maj. Gen. H. A. Drum, assistant Army chief 
of staff and chairman of the special committee on which Chamberlain and Charles Lindbergh 
served, to investigate President Roosevelt’s controversial Army air transportation of the air mail. 


Nonetheless, Roosevelt failed to provoke 
Hitler into committing overt acts of war 
against American vessels, as the German 
dictator was determined to avoid a Great 
War-like two-front European land war. So 
Roosevelt turned his efforts to the Pacific 
and the Japanese, to bait them into attack- 
ing the United States. Of course, provoking 
a Japanese attack also provided a back-door 
strategy to U.S. entry into the war in Europe 
because of Japan’s alliance with Hitler. 

The herculean research of World War II 
Navy veteran Robert B. Stinnett and others 
provides a sanguinary road map of Roos- 
evelt’s efforts in that respect: The presi- 
dent implemented all eight planks of the 
infamous McCollum memorandum. Au- 
thored by Lieutenant Commander Arthur 
H. McCollum, head of the Far East desk 
of the Office of Naval Intelligence, these 
planks advocated actions about which Mc- 
Collum stated, “If by these means Japan 
could be led to commit an overt act of war 
[against the United States], so much the 
better.” They included a new and dramatic 
U.S. military presence in the Far East; the 
gradual choking off of all crucial manu- 
facturing elements to Japan by America 
and its allies; and placement of the U.S. 
Pacific Fleet in Hawaii, an isolated outpost 
thousands of miles toward Japan from the 
American mainland. 

Admiral James O. Richardson, com- 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 


mander of the U.S. Pacific Fleet, imme- 
diately recognized the jeopardy in which 
this move placed the fleet and protested 
so strongly to Roosevelt that the president 
fired him. 

After meeting with the president on 
October 16, 1941, Republican Secretary 
of War Henry Stimson, a staunch inter- 
nationalist and member of the world-gov- 
ernment-promoting Council on Foreign 
Relations, wrote in his diary: “We face 
the delicate question of the diplomatic 
fencing to be done so as to be sure Japan 
is put into the wrong and makes the first 
bad move — overt move.” A diary entry 
six weeks later following a meeting of the 
War Cabinet — less than two weeks be- 
fore the Japanese attack on Pearl Harbor 
— clarifies what Stimson meant by “overt 
move”: “The question was how we should 
maneuver them [the Japanese] into firing 
the first shot without allowing too much 
danger to ourselves.” After the attack on 
Pearl Harbor, Stimson confessed that “my 
first feeling was of relief ... that a crisis 
had come in a way which would unite all 
our people.” After the war, he added that, 
“We needed the Japanese to commit the 
first overt act.” 


America First 
Meanwhile, Lindbergh presciently dis- 
cerned the gathering dangers to the nation, 


and began a series of radio broadcasts 
and public speeches in September 1939 
against America’s involvement in yet an- 
other European war. In one speech, he is- 
sued “a plea for American independence,” 
asking, “Why in this second century of our 
national existence must we be confronted 
with the quarrels of the old world that our 
forefathers left behind when they settled 
in this country?” 

Though he personally disdained public 
involvement in controversial political is- 
sues, he eventually joined America First, 
the 800,000-strong noninterventionist (but 
not pacifist) organization, and he crafted a 
platform comprised of four main elements: 
1) an embargo on offensive weapons and 
munitions to warring nations, 2) the unre- 
stricted sale of purely defensive armaments 
to anyone who wanted them to protect 
themselves from attack, 3) the prohibition 
of American shipping from the belligerent 
countries of Europe and their danger zones, 
4) the refusal of credit to belligerent nations 
or their agents. 

Lindbergh’s tenets were intended to 
ward off another experience like World 
War I wherein U.S. banks loaned the Allies 
the funds to buy American munitions and, 
hence, pushed strongly for American in- 
volvement in the war and for Allied victory 
in order to ensure repayment of their loans. 

Still half a year before the U.S. entrance 
into the war, in one of his most famous 
speeches, before 25-30,000 people in and 
around New York City’s Madison Square 
Garden, Lindbergh thundered forth the sus- 
picions of millions of Americans: “We have 
been led toward war against the opposition 
of four-fifths of our people.” To deafening 
applause, he continued: “From every sec- 
tion of this country, a cry is rising against 
this war. But it is a cry that reaches beyond 
the question of war alone.... It echoes from 
the very foundations on which our system 
of government is built. It asks how this 
situation came about? ... It demands an ac- 
counting from a government that has led us 
to war while it promises peace.” 


Destroy the Messenger 

In response to Lindbergh’s opposition 
to the president’s aggressive policies, 
Roosevelt loosed all but the hounds of 
hell on him, and the media — a media that 
Lindbergh biographer Scott Berg stated 
“had grown to resent Lindbergh’s unco- 
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operative attitude, [and] instantly revised 
history.” FDR’s political allies excoriated 
the aviator with an armada of untrue accu- 
sations. They called him an “isolationist,” 
though he advocated vigorous American 
commercial trading around the world and 
urged the United States not to “build a 
wall around our country and isolate our- 
selves from contact with the rest of the 
world.” In essence, Lindbergh, like others 
in the America First Committee, agreed 
with George Washington’s opposition to 
“permanent alliances,” especially with 
Europe and its “frequent controversies,” 
while trading with all nations. 

Roosevelt’s allies also called Lindbergh 
a defeatist and appeaser of Germany, 
though at the same time Lindbergh man- 
aged to gain unprecedented access to the 
German Luftwaffe (the German air force) 
and became the first non-German to fly 
the legendary Messerschmitt 109 fighter 
plane, and he provided intelligence to the 
U.S. military about Nazi capabilities. Hap 
Arnold declared, “Lindbergh gave me the 
most accurate picture of the Luftwaffe, its 
equipment, leaders, apparent plans, train- 
ing methods, and present defects that I had 
so far received,” and Arnold invited him 
to serve on an elite U.S. military aircraft 
development board. 

Lindbergh was called a Nazi “fellow- 
traveler,” and Roosevelt and others private- 
ly said he was a Nazi. Yet Lindbergh spoke 
and wrote in many venues of his disgust 
with Nazi excesses and wrongdoing. 

He was called an anti-Semite, pri- 
marily due, as historian Duffy wrote, 
“to a single claim he made,” in one Des 
Moines speech, “that Jews were among 
the influential groups [including the Brit- 
ish and the Roosevelt administration] 
that shaped America’s war policies... 
Lindbergh never blamed American Jews 
for their attitude toward the war. To the 
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contrary, even as he criti- 
cized Jewish support for 
war, he expressed sympa- 
thy and understanding for 
the Jewish position.” 

Interestingly, whereas 
Lindbergh’s friends — in- 
cluding Jews — and fam- 
ily insisted, in the words of 
Harry Guggenheim, that he 
“has never had the slightest 
anti-Semitic feeling,” nu- 
merous accounts exist of Roosevelt having 
such, including by key Jewish aides such 
as Morgenthau and Henry Ickes. 

Roosevelt’s forces went after Lind- 
bergh, other non-interventionists, and 
even critical letter-writers to the White 
House in additional ways, as Duffy 
chronicled. These included telephone 
wiretaps, room listening devices, public 
smear campaigns, and in general trying 
“to find some dirt” on them. The presi- 
dent himself initiated a cooperative ven- 
ture with J. Edgar Hoover and the FBI in 
which the White House supplied the bu- 
reau the names and addresses of the let- 
ter senders so that the FBI could provide 
information on them. 


Wartime Exploits 

The enduring vindictiveness of Roosevelt 
evidenced itself in his determination to 
keep Lindbergh from any military role in 
the U.S. war effort, despite the aviator’s 
wholehearted support of the war after the 
Japanese attack on Pearl Harbor and his 
stature as one of the world’s foremost avi- 
ation experts. Wiser heads eventually pre- 
vailed, and Lindbergh’s wartime resumé 
was extraordinary. 

He corrected problems in the Army’s 
B-24 Liberator bomber, flew high-alti- 
tude test flights in the P-47 Thunderbolt 
fighter, and conducted dangerous research 
on combating airborne oxygen blackouts, 
using himself as guinea pig. At 42 years 
old — virtually invalid age for a fighter 
pilot — he flew 50 combat missions in 
the Pacific. Colonel Charles MacDonald, 
commander of the famed “Satan’s Angels” 
fighter group, said, “Lindbergh was inde- 
fatigable. He flew more missions than was 
normally expected of a regular combat 
pilot. He dive-bombed enemy positions, 
sank barges, and patrolled our landing 
forces on Noemfoor Island. He was shot at 
by almost every anti-aircraft gun the Nips 
[Japanese] had in western New Guinea.” 


Duping duo: Allied war chieftains Franklin Roosevelt and Winston Churchill meet on the deck 
of the British battleship HMS Prince of Wales, near Newfoundland, Canada, during their August 
1941 Atlantic Conference. Roosevelt aided Britain’s war effort even before the U.S. joined the war. 
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He also increased the bomb load of 
the Navy’s F4U Corsair fighter plane to 
4,000 pounds, the heaviest ever carried 
by the fighter, then personally dropped it 
on Wotje Island, demolishing a Japanese 
anti-aircraft gun battery. After he devised 
how to extend the P-38 Lightning fighter’s 
flight distance by hundreds of miles, Su- 
preme Commander for the Allied Powers 
in the Pacific Douglas MacArthur engaged 
him as a consultant and offered him what- 
ever plane he wished to fly. Lindbergh’s 
discovery of how to improve the P-38’s 
flying distance enabled the fighter plane to 
escort bombers to the Japanese-held island 
of Palau, aiding in the capture of the island 
and leading to its use as a launching pad 
for MacArthur’s triumphant return to the 
Philippines. 

In a head-to-head aerial dogfight with 
a Japanese group commander, Lindbergh 
missed crashing head-on with the enemy’s 
plane by five feet and shot it down. Aid- 
ing a fellow pilot in another dogfight, 
he got jumped by a Mitsubishi Zero that 
fired from directly behind him as he “com- 
mended [his] soul to God,” but another 


American fighter shot down the Zero in 
the nick of time. 

Having personally confronted the true 
horrors of war in the Pacific, though, Lind- 
bergh bitterly denounced it in his private 
journal: “As the awful truth of the German 
crimes against the Jewish people came 
out, here we were, doing the same thing 
to the Japs.” He wrote about the attitudes 
he encountered: “‘They really are lower 
than beasts. Every one of ’em ought to be 
exterminated.” How many times I heard 
American officers in the Pacific say those 
very words!... And ‘Why beholdest thou 
the mote that is in thy brother’s eye but 
considerest not the beam that is in thine 
own eye?’” 

He chronicled the shooting of Japanese 
soldiers attempting to surrender so that 
other Japanese soldiers would remain in 
the jungle and slowly starve; Marines 
firing on unarmed Japanese swimming 
ashore at Midway; troops machine-gun- 
ning prisoners on a Hollandia airstrip; 
Australians shoving captured Japanese 
out of transport planes over the New 
Guinea mountains; Japanese shinbones 


America Firster: Charles Lindbergh delivers his famed May 23, 1941 America First Rally speech 
in New York City: “We had no more chance to vote on the issue of peace and war last November 
than if we had been in a totalitarian state ourselves.” Tens of thousands packed Madison Square 
Garden as well as the streets surrounding it. 
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carved off for letter openers and pen 
trays; Japanese heads buried in ant hills 
“to get them clean for souvenirs”; and 
“the infantry’s favorite occupation” of 
poking through the mouths of Japanese 
corpses for gold-filled teeth. He added, 
“What is barbaric on one side of the earth 
is still barbaric on the other.” 

“Judge not that ye be not judged,” he 
continued. “It is not the Germans alone, or 
the Japs, but the men of all nations to whom 
this war has brought shame and degrada- 
tion.” He also wrote of the legacy of using 
violence to solve mankind’s ills: lynchings, 
witch-burnings, “burnings at the stake for 
the benefit of Christ and God.” 

In the 1950s, the U.S. Senate approved 
President Eisenhower’s nomination of 
Lindbergh as a brigadier general in the 
U.S. Army Reserve. 


Legacies 

Interestingly, the two great adversar- 
ies met in person one time, on April 20, 
1939, early in their conflict over the com- 
ing war, and even then Lindbergh saw 
through Roosevelt’s fagade of charm. 
Roosevelt invited Lindbergh to his of- 
fice following circulation of the latter’s 
momentous reports on German aviation. 
FDR kept Lindbergh waiting 45 minutes, 
then met with him for 15. Lindbergh 
wrote of the cordial visit in his journal: “I 
liked him and feel that I could get along 
with him well.... But there was some- 
thing about him I did not trust, something 
a little too suave, too pleasant, too easy.... 
It is better to work together as long as we 
can; yet somehow I have a feeling that it 
may not be for long.” 

Despite no animus on the part of Lind- 
bergh toward Roosevelt and Lindbergh’s 
correct discernment of the state of inter- 
national politics, Roosevelt’s campaign to 
vilify him was largely a success, though 
Lindbergh was a celebrity in his own 
right. Thus, Franklin Roosevelt graduat- 
ed onto the front of textbooks, currency, 
and best presidents’ lists. Charles Lind- 
bergh, meanwhile, won the laurels of ha- 
tred and slander reserved for the truest 
patriot, he who loves his country enough 
to criticize her for her own good — a les- 
son that patriots of today know only too 
well is repeated almost daily in America 
through the cooperation of likeminded 
media and politicians. Ml 
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EXERCISING THE RIGHT 


Sexual Assault 
Victim Kills Her Attacker 


The Kansas City Star reported on No- 
vember 14, 2013 that a woman in her 60s 
survived a harrowing ordeal in her Kan- 
sas City home. The police reported that 
the woman was home alone when she 
heard a knock at the door. She opened the 
door and saw a stranger standing there. 
The stranger asked the woman for some- 
one she had never heard of. When she 
responded that he had the wrong address, 
the man forced his way into the home and 
forced the woman into a bedroom where 
he began to sexually assault her. After the 
assault, the man walked into the kitchen, 
and the woman was able to retrieve a re- 
volver. She exited her bedroom with her 
revolver ready when the man approached 
her a second time. She fired the gun and 
fatally shot the attacker. 

A neighbor heard the gunshot and saw 
the woman walk out of her home and 
ask for help. Officers responding to the 
shooting call about 1:30 a.m. in the 1800 
block of East 68th Street arrived at the 
house and found the lifeless body of the 
suspect lying on the floor dead from ap- 
parent gunshot wounds. After detectives 
questioned the woman and collected 
evidence throughout that morning, the 
police released the woman from custody 
later that afternoon. The deceased sus- 
pect, later identified by police as 24-year- 
old Paul J. Williams of Kansas City, had a 
past checkered with arrests and criminal 
convictions. He was released from prison 
last year for one burglary and two rob- 
bery convictions stemming from a 2006 
incident in Kansas City, and he was only 
17 years old when prosecutors accused 
him of using a tire iron in a home inva- 
sion robbery that netted $400 and two 
laptop computers. 


The Nephew Got Them 


The Logan Banner reported on December 
22 that a man was shot after breaking and 
entering at a residence in Christian, West 
Virginia. Family members reported that a 
security system was tripped at the home of 
Bill and Mary Hall. The Halls, who were 
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not home at the time, were notified by 
telephone of the breach of security at their 
house. The couple then reportedly called 
their nephew, Terry Robbins, to go check 
on the house. Robbins armed himself and 
drove to the house, which is not far from 
where he lives. Once he arrived, he dis- 
covered the door to the house had been 
kicked in. Robbins was confronted by two 
intruders whom he said he recognized. He 
allegedly told one of the intruders, “Get 
down, I don’t want to hurt you.” When the 
intruder did not comply with his request, 
Robbins fired his gun and hit the intruder 
in the chest. Robbins then took the two 
intruders to a neighboring house where 
he called the police. However, the injured 
intruder fled to his mother’s home, from 
where he was later taken by ambulance 
to a local hospital. The other intruder was 
taken into custody, but escaped from the 
cruiser by kicking out a window. The es- 
cape was short-lived, as he was recaptured 
a short while later by the police and was 
charged with possession of a controlled 
substance, destruction of property, ob- 
structing an officer, escape from custody, 
conspiracy, and nighttime burglary. Rob- 
bins did say that he felt his actions were 
justified. “I didn’t want to hurt anybody, 
but I was protecting myself.” 


Grandparents in Action 


Ira and Peggy Roberts might be mild-man- 
nered grandparents, but they showed their 
fighting spirit when five thieves trespassed 
on their Florida property. WK MG-TV re- 
ported on November 27 that the Roberts 
were at home when they saw a suspicious 
group of men on their property. When 
they took a closer look, they saw the men 
breaking into their son’s cottage, where 
the son lives behind his parents’ home. 
The grandmother boldly went outside to 
confront them while her husband got his 
gun. Peggy walked up to the men and 
yelled at them, “Who are you and what are 
you doing out here? What do you want?” 
The group began to turn around and run 
away at this point. 

Ira knew the men were up to no good, 
so he came out and fired his gun into the 
ground, which sent the hoodlums scurry- 


ing even faster. “Legally, you can’t shoot 
them when they’re running away, so I 
pumped one into the ground, which was 
a good thing — it alerted all of my neigh- 
bors,” Ira said. 

One neighbor in particular was alerted 
by the gunshot and immediately went into 
action. Beverly Rose, a former profes- 
sional female boxer and football coach, 
heard the gunshot and saw someone run- 
ning. She began chasing after the man and 
tackled him to the ground, where she held 
him in a wrestling hold until authorities 
arrived. “When I got him and I tackled 
him, I put him in like a full nelson so he 
couldn’t reach (for a possible gun).... I 
could have tackled him on the grass to be 
honest with you, but I wanted him on the 
asphalt.” Five suspects in total were ar- 
rested by police, and a safe was recovered 
nearby, which the suspects allegedly stole. 


Get the Message 


WREG out of Memphis, Tennessee, re- 
ported on November 29 that a homeowner 
called police to report a break-in right be- 
fore he shot at the intruders. The man told 
911 dispatchers that he had heard a rear 
window of his home breaking. By the time 
the authorities arrived on the scene, the 
homeowner told them that he had come 
face to face with two men coming through 
his window and opened fire on them with 
his pistol. The police found one of the two 
men a block away suffering from a single 
gunshot wound. 

A neighbor expressed pride regarding 
the homeowner’s actions. The neighbor, 
who did not want to reveal her name, told 
WREG that she always keeps her loaded 
gun with her and that she is always ready 
to protect herself. “It’s not you taking the 
law in your hands; it’s exercising your 
right as a citizen!” She also said criminals 
will never get the message unless law- 
abiding gun owners stand up and show 
thugs that they won’t be helpless victims. 
“If you’re foolish enough to put your life 
on the line, I’m not. I want to live,” she 
said adamantly. Law enforcement is still 
searching for the second man who was try- 
ing to break into the home. 

— PATRICK KREY 
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Looming ObamaCare- 
Medicaid Debacle 


Item: The New York Times in a December 
13 editorial entitled “Medicaid Outpaces 
Private Plans” said: “After a botched start, 
the number of people signing up for health 
insurance plans under the Affordable Care 
Act has accelerated greatly, with the most 
substantial gains occurring in Medicaid 
programs for the poor.” 
Item: 4 column in the Washington Post 
called the “The Plum Line,” self-de- 
scribed as being “taken from a liberal 
perspective,” reported on December 17 
that more than “two dozen states are 
not opting in to Obamacare'’s Medicaid 
expansion, thanks largely to hostility 
to the law among GOP governors who 
are turning down huge sums of federal 
money that could otherwise go towards 
expanding coverage to their own constit- 
uents. Result: untold numbers risk falling 
into a ‘Medicaid gap,’ making too much 
to qualify for traditional Medicaid, yet 
too little to qualify for subsidies on the 
exchanges.” 

The column cited studies by the Kai- 
ser Family Foundation, which indicated 
among other findings that: 


¢ 4.8 million uninsured non-elderly 
American adults nationwide are like- 
ly to fall into the Medicaid gap. 

« Some 79 percent of those who fall 
into the Medicaid gap are from the 
south (where Republican governors 
have disproportionately decided not 
to opt in). 

* Those falling into the Medicaid 
gap are disproportionately non- 
white. Some 53 percent of them are 
black, Hispanic, or “other.” 


Item: President Barack Obama, in a 
briefing on November 14, touted that 
hundreds of thousands of people applying 
for ObamaCare were being shunted into 
Medicaid, calling this an underreported 
success. “Americans who are having a 
difficult time, who are poor, many of them 
working, may have a disability; they ’re 
Americans like everybody else, and the 
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A Medicaid enrollment counselor helps a man sign up for Medicaid at the Westside Health 
Authority in Chicago. Although marketed as a way to provide medical care for those who can’t 
afford insurance, Medicaid typically offers poor coverage and lower payments to doctors, many 


of whom are refusing new Medicaid patients. 


fact that they are now able to get insur- 
ance is going to be critically important, ” 
said the president. 

Item: The editors of Bloomberg.com 
on December 12 stated that “tradi- 
tional Medicaid is more cost-efficient 
than private coverage.” They called for 
“pressure” to get states to buy into the 
expansion of Medicaid under the Af- 
fordable Care Act. A study released by 
the Department of Health and Human 
Services was cited. This report, said the 
editors, showed how “Medicaid expan- 
sion can ease racial inequality in health 
coverage.” 

The editors continued: “Blacks are dis- 
proportionately likely to be uninsured, the 
report noted; two-thirds of blacks eligible 
for help under Obamacare live in states 
that arent expanding Medicaid; and the 
states with the greatest number of eligible 
uninsured blacks are Florida, Georgia 
and Texas — three states that have so far 
refused to budge on Medicaid.” 

The editors said this was not just about 
economics, but “morality” as well. This 
expansion “costs states a pittance com- 


pared with the financial and social ben- 
efits they'll receive. Denying your con- 
stituents a chance to get health insurance 
out of political pique comes perilously 
close to governmental malpractice.” 
Correction: When a key program is ob- 
viously failing, such as has become read- 
ily apparent with ObamaCare, the politi- 
cal Left frequently resorts to impugning 
motives and name-calling. 

The clear implication is that those who 
oppose this huge step toward nationaliz- 
ing healthcare are immoral and wastrels 
and no doubt racists as well. Those who 
are insufficiently “progressive” are por- 
trayed as being afflicted with hardening 
of the hearteries. 

Not so. Indeed, tossing millions of 
Americans into Medicaid coverage will 
do a horrendous disservice not only to 
most of them but to the taxpayers and the 
overall quality of healthcare in the coun- 
try. Yet, as we write (with figures con- 
stantly changing), about nine of every 
10 of those who have signed up with the 
glitch-ridden ObamaCare program have 
actually been placed in Medicaid — an 
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insolvent and inefficient program ill- 
suited to dealing properly with millions 
of additional beneficiaries. 

The federal-state Medicaid program 
was already handling 64-plus million 
people before ObamaCare started dump- 
ing more into it. Doctors increasingly 
don’t want to be part of Medicaid, in part 
because of low reimbursements. About 
one in three doctors in the United States 
refuses to accept new Medicaid patients. 
Many of those who do see such patients 
put a cap on their numbers. And those 
patients who do find themselves in the 
Medicaid system find it difficult to get 
specialized care. They do get one thing: 
longer waits for service. 

There is considerable research in- 
dicating that many of those enrolled in 
Medicaid do worse than those who are 
privately insured. As has been noted by 
Scott Gottlieb, a professor at the New 
York University School of Medicine, 
dozens of medical studies have shown 
how Medicaid patients suffer from its 
rules. In some cases, as he wrote in the 
Wall Street Journal in 2011, “they’d do 
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just as well without health insurance.” 

He offered a sample of research, in- 
cluding a 2010 study of 1,231 patients 
with cancer of the throat that was pub- 
lished in the medical journal Cancer. The 
study “found that Medicaid patients and 
people lacking any health insurance were 
both 50% more likely to die when com- 
pared with privately insured patients — 
even after adjusting for factors that influ- 
ence cancer outcomes. Medicaid patients 
were 80 percent more likely than those 
with private insurance to have tumors 
that spread to at least one lymph node. 
[More recent] studies show similar out- 
comes for breast and colon cancer.” 

There have been many such studies. 
One landmark 2010 study conducted 
at the University of Virginia, noted on 
Forbes.com and elsewhere, revealed that 
Medicaid patients undergoing major sur- 
gical procedures were 93 percent more 
likely to die than those patients with pri- 
vate insurance. (The uninsured didn’t do 
as well either, compared to those on pri- 
vate insurance, but they fared better than 
those on Medicaid.) 


More recently, a randomized control 
study by the Oregon Health Insurance 
Exchange on Medicaid outcomes showed 
that the billions spent have not ensured 
better care. Being on Medicaid has led to 
an increase in medical spending of from 
$3,300 to $4,400 per person. However, the 
study revealed that “Medicaid coverage 
generated no significant improvements in 
measured physical-health outcomes.” 

The costs to the taxpayers, on both the 
federal and state levels, have continued to 
mount, as is inevitable with an “entitle- 
ment” program. The trend, even before 
ObamaCare, was ominous. It is about 
to become crushing. As analyst Michael 
Tanner wrote in the New York Post for 
December 7: 


Medicaid is already America’s third- 
largest government program, trailing 
only Social Security and Medicare, 
as a proportion of the federal budget. 
Almost 8 cents out of every dollar 
that the federal government spends 
goes to Medicaid. That’s more than 
$265 billion per year. 

Indeed, already Social Security, 
Medicare and Medicaid account for 
48% of federal spending. Within the 
next few years, those three programs 
will eat up more than half of federal 
expenditures. 


There is no indication that this fiscal irre- 
sponsibility will improve anytime soon. In- 
deed, this ship of state is tacking in the other 
direction. Congress, continued Tanner, 


has shown no ability to reform So- 
cial Security or Medicare. With 
ObamaCare adding to Medicare 
spending, we are picking up speed 
on the road to insolvency. 

The Congressional Budget Of- 
fice projects that, in part because 
of ObamaCare, Medicaid spending 
will more than double over the next 
10 years, topping $554 billion by 
2023. 

And that is just federal spending. 

State governments pay another 
$160 billion for Medicaid today. 
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For most states, Medicaid 
is the single-largest cost of 
government, crowding out 
education, transportation 
and everything else. 


It is such out-of-control spend- 
ing that has created a $17 tril- 
lion national debt. Repaying 
this profligacy will fall largely 
on the young — the same pre- 
dominantly healthy popula- 
tion cohort that gets penalized 
to subsidize the care of older, 
sicker Americans — a deliber- 
ate feature of ObamaCare. 

States, however, have to 
balance their budgets. When 
ObamaCare makes matters 
worse, the eventual prime 
choices for states that opt into 
the expansion of Medicaid 
will be cutting school bud- 
gets and/or raising taxes. The 
supposedly cunning idea of 
bribing states with tax dollars 
collected at the federal level 
won’t seem so clever when that happens. 

ObamaCare, meanwhile, will be mak- 
ing Americans even more dependent on 
government handouts and subsidies. This 
was predictable and done on purpose, de- 
spite promises from Barack Obama that 
his scheme would “lower the cost of your 
premiums by up to $2,500 a year.” 

As explained by Nina Owcharenko, 
director of the Center for Health Policy 
Studies at the Heritage Foundation in 
Washington, D.C., the Medicaid program 
was already struggling mightily 


to provide care to its core obliga- 
tions — a diverse group of low- 
income children, disabled, pregnant 
women, and seniors. Adding more 
people further exacerbates Medic- 
aid’s underlying problems. 

The expansion of Medicaid fuels 
a larger trend under Obamacare: 
government coverage supplanting 
private coverage. By 2021, 46 per- 
cent of all Americans will be de- 
pendent on the government for their 
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health care. Of this group, 86.9 mil- 
lion will be on Medicaid/Children’s 
Health Insurance Program (CHIP), 
followed by 64.3 million on Medi- 
care and 23.4 million enrolled in 
government exchanges. This will 
push U.S. health care closer to a 
government model. 


Despite this, supposed liberals want to 
claim the moral high ground for them- 
selves since they are so good at spend- 
ing other people’s money. Columnist 
Michael Cohen, for example, said in the 
Guardian not long ago that the “Repub- 
lican position on Medicaid expansion” 
was “truly sick.” He faulted the sup- 
posed GOP “ideological vendetta against 
Obamacare” because all the states didn’t 
line up as the president demanded. Or, 
as his overwrought piece hyperbolized, 
“Red states seem more willing to let low- 
income people die than get healthcare.” 
But ObamaCare and its effects on 
Medicaid are not just concerns for the 
poor. This change is making matters 


More Medicaid: Michigan Governor Rick Snyder signs legislation making more low-income Michigan adults 
eligible for Medicaid. Michigan is one of a handful of Republican-controlled states that voted to implement 
ObamaCare’s Medicaid expansion that dumps poor people into Medicaid rather than the insurance marketplace. 


worse on a wider scale. As policy ana- 
lyst Chris Jacobs has noted, “By extend- 
ing health coverage to those who should 
be able to work, Obamacare could 
jeopardize the coverage of disabled 
Americans. And by subsidizing health 
coverage for millions of unemployed 
and underemployed, Obamacare could 
accelerate the development of a perma- 
nent underclass that has little financial 
incentive to work.” 

Imagine a person who repeatedly made 
fraudulent promises. Then imagine that 
his unviable scheme produced a hugely 
expensive website that didn’t work; 
chased even more doctors out of the Med- 
icaid business; threatened the cancella- 
tion of healthcare coverage for millions; 
and generated sticker shock for multi- 
tudes of others forced to buy his policies. 
That is the kind of person who would not 
scruple to point fingers elsewhere or try 
to change the subject. 

If such a person had his conscience re- 
moved, it would be a minor operation. 

— WILLIAM P. Hoar 
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THE |S WORD 


BY WILLIAM F. JASPER 


2014: Time to “Get US Out!” 


erhaps no more im- 
portant issue faces 
our nation than our 


continued membership in the 
United Nations. On January 
3, 2013, Rep. Paul Broun, Jr. 
(R-Ga.) introduced H.R. 75, 
the American Sovereignty 
Restoration Act of 2013, 
“to end membership of the 
United States in the United 
Nations.” The bill would also 
terminate all U.S. appropria- 
tions to the UN and its organs, 
agencies, commissions, and 
programs, as well as end all 
funding of UN “peacekeep- 
ing” operations. In addition, 
it would repeal U.S. partici- 
pation in all UN conventions and agreements. Tragically, the 
internationalists in both the Democrat and Republican Parties 
kept the bill locked up in committee — but that could change 
if enough liberty-minded Americans are sufficiently motivated. 
Here are 10 motivators, out of dozens that could be cited: 

1. UN Arms Trade Treaty: On September 25, 2013, Secre- 
tary of State John Kerry signed the United Nations Arms Trade 
Treaty (ATT) “on behalf of President Obama and the United 
States of America.” Despite Kerry’s protestations to the con- 
trary, the ATT, as we have reported extensively over the years, 
is aimed directly at disarming individuals and granting govern- 
ments a monopoly of force. 

2. Law of the Sea Treaty (LOST): Like his predecessors Bill 
Clinton and George W. Bush, President Obama has continued 
White House support for this internationalist effort to endow 
the UN with jurisdiction over the all the planet’s seas, seabed, 
and coastlines. 

3. Intrusive UN disabilities treaty: The UN Convention on 
the Rights of Persons With Disabilities has been resisted in the 
U.S. Senate by a razor-thin margin. It is certain to keep return- 
ing. It has nothing to do with genuine protection of disabled 
persons, but everything to do with injecting monitors from the 
Committee on the Rights of Persons With Disabilities of the 
UN’s Office of High Commissioner for Human Rights into U.S. 
domestic policy to “monitor” our compliance with the UN’s 
“evolving concept” of disability protection. 

4. Monitoring U.S. elections: In 2012, UN-affiliated elec- 
tion monitors from the Organization for Security and Coopera- 
tion in Europe (OSCE) monitored U.S. polling on Election Day, 
on invitation from Liberal-left groups that charged that state 
laws aimed at preventing voter fraud are really disguised efforts 
aimed at disenfranchising racial minorities. 

5. UN “peacekeeper” atrocities: The UN’s blue-helmeted 
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“peacekeepers” repeatedly 
have been documented in 
widespread rape, torture, 
murder, mayhem, and other 
abuses and corruption in 
Mali, Ivory Coast, Libya, So- 
malia, Congo, and Haiti. De- 
spite pledges to investigate 
and remedy these heinous 
crimes, the UN continues to 
look the other way, and the 
organization’s massive crimi- 
nality continues unabated. 

6. Global abortion: Not 
only does the UN Population 
Fund (UNFPA) finance abor- 
tion projects all across the 
planet, but the UN claims that 
virtually all national and state 
laws limiting “abortion rights” are illegal and must be struck down. 

7. Global warming: Although even some of the most noted 
“climate change” institutions and ardent alarmists now admit 
that there is no evidence of global warming over the past 17 
years, the UN’s Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change 
(IPCC) has doubled down, issuing its 2013 report, with even 
more outlandish, unsupportable claims. The IPCC’s “science” 
is in shambles and public and scientific support has never been 
lower, but the Obama administration, the UN, and powerful 
Wall Street interests are pushing for horrendously crippling 
carbon taxes and regulation. 

8. UN Agenda 21: Under the guise of protecting the environ- 
ment, the UN’s “sustainable development” and “biodiversity” 
doctrines are being applied by stifling and curtailing energy pro- 
duction and imposing a draconian regulatory regime over human 
use of all air, land, and water, as well as all activity on, over, or 
under the earth. 

9. Global homosexual agenda: UN Secretary-General Ban 
Ki-moon has said ending all laws that discriminate against homo- 
sexuals is a top UN priority. One of the UN’s many instruments in 
this regard is the Declaration for the Universal Decriminalization 
of Homosexuality; however, the UN is militantly pressing this 
agenda in many of its forums and venues. 

10. Human rights charade: Among the current crop of 
gross human rights abusers on the UN’s notorious and badly 
misnamed Human Rights Council are Algeria, China, Cuba, Ka- 
zakhstan, Russia, Saudi Arabia, South Africa, Venezuela, and 
Vietnam. Together with the overall record of the UN and its 
members, this makes a contemptible mockery of all UN claims 
to promote “human rights.” 

The list of abuses, insults, threats, and dangers multiplies 
daily. It is long past time (as The John Birch Society has ad- 
vocated for decades) to “Get US out! of the United Nations. 
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